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Candidates'Matches 

Seven Players survive the first round of matches 
in Saint John, Canada 

l. Nigel Short 3.5 - Gyula Sax 1.5 

2. Lajos Portisch 3.5 - Rafael Vaganian 2.5 

3. Artur Yusupov 3.5 - Jaan Ehlvest 1.5 

4. Jan Timman 3.5 - Valery Salov 2.5 

5. Jon Speelman 4 - Yasser Seirawan 1 

6. Johann Hjartarson 4.5 - Victor Korchnoi 3.5 
7. Kevin Spraggett 6.5 - Andre Sokolov 5.5 
Quarter Finals will be: Karpov - Hjartarson, 
Short - Speelman, Portish - Timman, Yusupov - 
Spraggett. 





N4C Syntex Ch. 
February 6 - 7, 1988 


Despite the changes in format 
this tournament can be called a 
success. The prize fund of $ 2480 
was distributed as follows: 

OPEN 

1st G. Darcy (2426), 4 pts $ 200 
2nd P. Thiel (2206), 3 1/2 $ 120 
Under 2400 

ist - 5th 3 pts. and $ 36 each 

C. Powell (2390); P. Cornelius 
(2351); W. Wharton (2342); R. 
Anderson (2316); C. Hart (2302). 
Under 2300 

Ist - 2nd 3 pts. and $ 90 each 
K.Vickers (2286); S. Schonhaut 
(2267) 

Under 2200 

Ist - 2nd 2 1/2 pts. and $ 90 ea. 
P.Rejto (2191);R.Haselden (2112) 
Under 2100 

Ist Doug Lee (2014) 2 1/2 $ 120 
2nd - 4th 2 pts. and $ 20 each 

S. Hewett (2080); G.Smith (2067) 
C. Cartwright (2061) 

Under 2000 

1st S. Shaw (1919) 2 1/2 $ 120 
2nd D.Lieberman (1945) 2p $ 60 
Under 1900 

Ist - 2nd 2 pts. and $ 90 each 
W. Mark Achneider (1816); 
Ursula Foster (1812) 

RESERVE 

Under 1800 

Ist - 2nd 3 1/2 pts and $ 90 each 
R.Kiger(1798); A.Rapoport(1743) 
Under 1700 

Ist S. Cohen (1686) 3 1/2 $ 120 
2nd - 3rd 3 pts. and $ 30 each 

M. deMarothy (1659); B. Hoff- 
man (1607). 

Under 1600 

Ist John Connell (1557) $ 120 
2nd Arthur Johnson (1531) $ 60 
continued in 3rd column 


15th Annual Peoples Tnmt. 


Berkeley,February 13 


Nick deFirmian, Cris Ra- 
mayrat, Marc Leski, and 
Dov Gorman tie for first 
with 4 1/2 points each and 
divide the $ 1000 prize 
equally. 

This tournament drew about 
180 players on a beautiful Presi- 
dents Day weekend. 

Nick deFirmian, who had a 
solid lead before the start of round 
six, could not defend against a ti- 
ger like Cris Ramayrat and lost 
while a draw would have given 
him the sole first place. 

TD's Andy Lazarus, Alan 
Glasscoe and Max Grober were re- 
sponsible for a smooth sailing. 


Other prize winners follow: 

Best under 2300 

Curtis Carlson (2256) 3 pts. $100 
Expert 

Richard Lew (2154) 5 pts. $ 225 
Tom Reikko (2194) 5 pts. $ 225 
Romulo Fuentes (2105) 4 1/2 pts. 
Alan Bishop (2045) 4 1/2 pts. 
Thomas Weideman (2149) 4 1/2 
Joseph Welch (2084) 4 1/2 pts. 
$20.00 each 

A-Section 

James Stewart (1918) 5 1/2 pts. 
$290.00 

James Gibbs (1994) 5 pts. $ 145 
Jonathan Flagg (1985) 4 1/2 pts. 
Jaime Roa (1918) 4 1/2 pts. 

$ 37.50 each 

B-Section 

Danni Ortiz (1782) 5 pts. $ 210 
Glenn Tillman (1720) 5 pts $210 
Myron Johnson (1748) 4 1/2 pts. 
Keith Massey (1732) 4 1/2 pts. 

$ 35.00 each 


15, 1988 


Reserve Section 

James E. Wilson (unr) 5 pts $150 
John Quambusch (unr) 4 1/2 $75 
best under 1400 and 3rd place: 
Rene Poitevin, Vincent Saguid 
(1376), and Edward Wong (1371) 
4 points each $ 30 each. 


Third Annual 
Young Peoples Tnmt. 


Three players tie for first with 4 
points each: Jonathan Brown 
(1356), Stephen Shaughnessy 
(1234), Zachary Mason (1122). 
2nd place: Alexe Holub (1165) 
3 1/2 points. 





Syntex Tnmt. cont.: 


Under 1500 

Ist Eli Ben-Shoshan (1477) 3 pts 
$ 120 

2nd - 4th Sandy Pincus (1480), 
Sam Fouts (1444), and Pablo Mar- 
quez (1436) 2 pts. and $ 20 each. 
Under 1400 

Ist Art Mlodozeniec (1356) 3 pts 
$ 60 

2nd Edmund Larenas (1397) 1 pt 
$ 30 

Under 1300 

Ist Michael Heggarty (1292) 

2 points $ 30 

Under 120° 

lst Steve Ross 1168) 2 pts $ 30 
Unrated 

lst Steven J. Clarke 3 pts $ 120 
2nd P. Abellana 2 1/2 pts $ 60 
3rd St. DeKeczer 2 pts $ 30. 








Guide to 


Attacking Play 


Au high rated players are 
proficient in the art of attack. 
Their skill is in execution and 
setting up the positions where at- 
tacks are possible. When the 
winning coup arrives most 
players 2000 and above can find a 
mate in 3 as well as the world 
champion. But how to obtain 
these crushing positions? Here 
are some tips: 

1. Look for a majority of 
pieces around the king. If you 
have more pieces swarming than 
he has defending, the zone around 
the king is sure to collapse. 

2. His queen is elsewhere. 
The queen is a strong defensive 
piece. When you have a queen 
that can run wild, an attack will 
surely be strong. 

3. Look to sacrifice on the K- 
bishop 6 square. This is often a 
key attacking spot. The only 
piece which is ineffective there is 
a rook. Any other piece is usual- 
ly crushing when placed there 
with the queen alongside. 

4. Try to spot forced sequenc- 
es of moves involving checks 
which may lead to mate or win 
of material. 

5. The knight is often better 
than a rook in cooperating with 
the queen since it car penetrate 
pawns surrounding the king. 


Here is a game that taught me a 
lot when I was an A-player: 





(Párt 1) 

July 1976 
J. Peters (2434) vs. 
Christiansen (2518) 

1. е4 c5 

2. Nf3 Nc6 

3. d4 cd 

4. Nd4 Nf6 

5. Nc3 e5!? 


The Pelikan Variation, then very 
popular but nowadays seen only 
occasionally, leads to tactical 


play. 


6. Ndb5 d6 
7. Вр5 а6 
8. Маз b5 
9. Bxf6! 


The 2 bishops aren't important 
here, but White's control over d5, 
is. 

Do ues gf 

10. М45 I5. ; 
This is admittedly very dubious 
looking, but these moves are the 
main line for Black! 

11. Bd3 
This is one of White's three main 
attacking systems, the others be- 
ing 11. ef, 11. Bxb5!? 


EE uw Веб 
12. c3 Bg7 
13. Qf3?! 


This line was in its infancy and 
Peters loses the initiative. It's 
now well known that 13. Qh5! is 
best. 


LES iu Bxd5 
14. ed e4! 
15. Qg3 Be5 
16. f4 Bf6 
17. 0-0-0 Ne7 
18. Be2 Rc8 


by 

FIVI Craig Мағ 
19. Nc2 Оа5 
20. КЬ1 Rg8 
21. Qf2 E 


An innocent looking move. The 
following sac is unbelievable. 


Christiansen 





& b.cudef $ 


Peters 
Black to move 
ES. tx Rxc3!! 
This sacrifice of a rook can lead 
to further sacrifices! Just how far 
Larry had seen is shown after 22. 
Oel Rez 23. be Бел 24 
Qe2 Qc3 25. Kcl Qb2+ 26. 


Kd2 Nd5 27. Kel Nf4! 28. 


Qf2 Bh4!! and Black wins the 
queen. 
22. bc 
23. Rd4! is | 
ча the natural 23. Kc1 because 
. Qb22 24. Kd2 Bc34 
etis ор the knight on c2. 
Ж бі 


Qxc3 


Nxd5!? 
өрт. езі i is a solid way to re- 
gain the lost material, but Larry 
goes for more. 
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a rook, makes a quiet developing 
move, amazing! 

25. Bfl Rc8 
Black possesses a tremendoes 
bind for his rook, three extra 
pawns, and equality of material 
with BxR any time he wants. 

26. g3 Qc5 

27. Rid2 
White is a full rook ahead, but 
his pieces have no scope because 


they're bunched together. 
Ris? ate Nc3+ 
28. Kel Na2+ 
29. Kdl Nc3+ 
30. Kel Nb1 


Black is satisfied now, having 4 
pawns for the piece, he looks to 
play an endgame. 


31. Kdi Nd2 
32. Rd2 Bc3 


Black goes for more material 
gain as material gets traded 
down. 

33. Ne3 Bd2 

34. 042 d5! 

35. Nd5+ Kf8 

36. Ne3 Keg 


The two outside passed pawns are 
decisive in the endgame. 


37. Ke2 Rd8 
38. Qc2 Qc2 
39. Nc2 a5 
40. Ke3 b4 
41. Nd4 Rd5 
42. h3 Rc5 
43. Kd2 Ke7 
9:1 


FIVI IVIar gives Simul 
in Berkeley 


ру Мах 


ко Master and 
California Chess 

Journal columnist 
Craig Mar provided a holi- 
day treat for the members of 
the Berkeley Chess Club on 
December 11, taking on all 
comers in a simultaneous 
exhibition. Playing with his 
accustomed verve and elan, 
FM Mar racked up the im- 
pressive score of: 

+11, = 4, - 0. 


The four players who 
held their ground against the 
exhibitor were a mixed 
uei NM Peter Yu, expert 

cott Hewett, A-player Ste- 
ven Hanamura, and B- 
player Nick Casares, Jr. 


The most closely 
watched game in the event 
was the battle of the genera- 





Grober 


tions, Craig Mar vs. Henry 
Mar. On the chessboard, at 
least, the younger man had 
the better of it. 


The event was organized 
by Henry Mar, who is now 
one of the directors of the 
Berkeley Chess Club, and 
Alan Glasscoe. 


It is pleasant to report 
that many of the ишара 
were playing in their first si- 
mul, and were delighted by 
their chance to meet one of 
the strongest masters in Cal- 
ifornia. It was a reminder of 
the great value of such 
events in роге Our 
game. All of the participants 
and spectators are grateful 
to Mar for his fine exhi- 
bition. 








Other Club News: 
The Campbell / Kolty Chess 
Club started the 1988 Class 
Championship on Feb. 17. Next 
round Feb. 24, 7 PM. 
Next tournament: Hurdle Race 
March 30 - May 4, 5SS 
Winners - Kolty Tnmt. 
"Good Luck in 88" 

ion I; 
Ist Richard Koepcke 4 1/2 pts. 
2nd Fred Mayntz 4 pts. 


Best A 
David Betanco and William 
Bricker 3 1/2 pts. each 

ion II 
Ist Henry Blume 4 1/2 pts. 
2nd and best B 
K. Baloun and M. Peters, 4 pts. 
Section III 
Ist Ferris Simpson, 5 pts. 
2nd and best C 
Pat Mayntz and P. Marquez 4 pts 
Best D: J. Whitworth and K. 
Haight 3 pts. each 











ror the Young Player 
The Fight for the Center, Part 4 


‘The closure of the center 
with the creation of a Pawn 
Chain does not absolve the crea- 
tor from the responsibility of 
precision placement and timing 
of his moves. This responsibility 
actually becomes greater, because 
the time element effect is 
stretched over long sequences of 
moves that must be foreseen and 
executed correctly. The psycho- 
logical pressure caused by the 
need to find the lengthy move 
sets in "retarded time" frequently 
leads to failure. 

The guide to good play in 
such circumstances is to have or 
acquire a feeling as to just how 
the tension may be maintained in 
heavy caliber positions The skill 
can be developed by the diligent 
study of master games and put- 
ting your deductions into practice 
constantly. Above all learn to 
avoid static dead ends whenever 
possible, because then the oppo- 
nent may assume the initiative. 

Such happenings are well 
illustrated by the following game 
played near the beginning of my 
personal chess experience. It has 
a special story attached to it that 
I will treasure always. George 
Koltanowski's simultaneous ex- 
hibition against 30 awarded 3 
draws only, one of which was 
my game. A few weeks after the 


exhibition Koltanowski visited 
Santa Rosa ( my home town and 
his in 1950 ) and called me over 
to his hotel room to analyze the 
game. I tried to demonstrate my 
possible winning line, not very 
successfully as I recall. However, 
as the result of my effort in this 
game he awarded me a really fine 
prize: a copy of the Tschigorin 
Memorial tournament book of 
1947 in Russian, an event won 
by Botvinnik. The man encour- 
aged youth at all times! 


Giuoco Piano 

Sonoma Chess Festival Simulta- 
neous Exhibition, July 21, 1957. 
White:George Koltanowski 

Black: Erik Osbun 


1. е4 е5 
2. Nf3 Nc6 
3. Bc4 Bc5 
4. 0-0 d6 
5 63 Bb6 
6. d4 Qe7 


The closed or "strong point" 
variation, which I advertised as "a 
quiet and virtually fail-safe alter- 
native" to 5. ... Bg4 in Part 2 of 
this series of articles. It was a 
favorite of Dr. Max Euwe, who 
won some fine games with the 
variation and analyzed it for the 
public (Chess Review, 1961, pp. 
45-47). As he put it: 


by Erik Osbun 


The fundamental principle in 
this variation is the mainte- 
nance of the Black Pawn on 
e5. The consequences of this 
strategy, however, are not yet 
fully clear. On the one hand, 
Black's position is certainly 
secured against surprise at- 
tack; and, moreover, many 
situations arise in which 
Black may achieve a promis- 
ing initiative. On the other, 
however, it seems that White 
still disposes of attacking 
possibilities at a later stage. 
He does so principally in 
view of the broad front behind 
which his pieces have ample 
mobility for building up the 
most efficient aggressive for- 
mation possible. 


7. d5 


Koltanowski aborts the ten- 
sion in the center in order to sub- 
ject his young opponent to the 
difficulties of a heavy caliber po- 
sitional struggle. However, the 
advance of the d-Pawn results in 
the theoretical clarification of 
Black's problem, and that factor 
favors the studious youngster. 

White could pose more diffi- 
cult problems for Black by con- 
tinuing 7. h3 Nf6 8. Rel, 


maintaining the dynamic tension 
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in the center as did Morphy in a 
casual game vs. A. de Riviére, 
Paris, 1863. 

De Riviére was possibly the 
first to reply 8. ... h6?! 9. a4 
a5?, and now Morphy could have 
straightaway brought to task the 
weakness of Black's last by 10. 
Bb5 Bd7 11. Na3 followed by 
Nc4. More appropriate was 9. ... 
a6, although then White gets the 
advantage with 10. b5! 0-0 11. 
Ba3, as first demonstrated in the 
match game Spielmann- 
Eliskases, Vienna, 1936, and 
subsequently in the game Mark- 
land-Stoica, Graz. 1972. White 
must be as forthright as Spiel- 
mann was, for if 10. Na3?! g5!, 
and Black gets sharp counter- 
chances as shown in the game 
Honfi-Damjanovic, Sarajevo, 
1966. 

It was Euwe who devised 
Black's most reliable defense, 8. 
... 0-0, and now: 

1)9.a4 a6 10.b4 Kh8! 
1l. Ba3 Ng8 12. b5?! Na5 
13. Nxe5? (13. Bd3 f6 14. 
Nbd2 is still about equal) f6! 
14. Bxg8 fe5 15. Ba2 ed, and 
Black won in the game Van 
Scheltinga-Euwe, Maastricht, 
1946. 

2)9.a4 a6 10.Na3 Kh8! 
11. №2 №8 12. №3 Ва7 
13. №5?! (13. Nf5 is better) 
Od8 14. Be3 f6 15.b4 Nce7 
16. de? Nxd5 17. Bxd5 Bxe3 
18. Rxe3 fe5 19. Bb3 Qf6, and 
Black found excellent chances and 
won in the game Contedini - 
Euwe, Leipzig, 1960. 


3)9. Na3 Kh8! 10. Nc2 Nd8 
11. b3 Be6 12. Bd3?! Ng8 
13. Ne3 f6 14. Nd5 Qf7! 15. 
c4? (Better is 15. Nxb6 ab6 
16. Be3) Bxd4 16. Nxd4 ed4 
17. Bc2 сб 18. Nf4 c5 19. 
Od3 g5! and Black obtained the 
better chances and won in the 
game Rossolimo-Euwe, Gijon, 
1951. Actually, White's best in 
this line is 12. Bf1 Ng8 13. 
Ne3 f6 14.Nd5 Qf7, and only 
then 15. c4 Ва5 16. Re2 
Nc6?! (16. ...c6 17. Ne3 c5 is 
the most satisfactory) 17. Bb2 
ed? (17. ... Nce7 is necessary) 
18. Nxd4 Nxd4 19. Bxd4 Qd7 
20. Qc2 Ne7 21. Nxe7 Qxe7 
22. g3 with a highly favorable 
position for White who went on 
to win in the game Bouwmeest- 
er-Euwe, Dutch Champ., 1952. 
This last game may be found as 
No. 23 in the book by Euwe and 
Meiden: The Road to Chess Mas- 


tery 
Pw a Nd8 


The alternative 7. ... Nb8 is 
inferior, for then 8. Bd3 Nf6 9. 
Nbd2 a6 10.Nc4 Ba7 11.a4 
0-0 12.b4 Ne8 13. Qc2 g6 
14. Bh6 Ng7 15. Ne3 f6 
16. Rael Rf7 17. Khl Nd7 
18. g4 Nf8 19. Rgl allows 
White to apply full-board pro- 
phylaxis as happened in the game 
Eliskases-Grünfeld, Mührisch- 
Ostrau, 1933. This game is fea- 
tured as No. 3 in the book by 
Tartakower and Dumont: 500 


Master Games of Chess, 


Another path after 7. ... Nb8 
15 8. а4 аб 9.Һ3 Nf6 10. a5 
Ва7 11.В43 .%47 12.ь40-0 
13. Ос2 Ке8 14.c4 Nf8 15. 
Be3 h6 (by transposition Brieg- 
er-Bagby, California Open 
Champ., Fresno, 1955), and now 
16. Nbd2 followed by c5 soon 
would have given Black difficult 
problems to solve. The Lasker 
principle that you must attack 
from your point of strength was 
forgotten by Brieger, who played 
to Black's strength with 16. 
Nc3?! g5 17. Kh2? Ng6 18. 
Ne2 Nh5 19.N3gl Kh7 20. 
Qd2. R09 .2].s3 pd 72. 
Ra2 Ng7 23.Bxa7 Rxa7 24. 
f4 gf 25.gfef 26.Nxf4 Ne5 
27. Qe3 Raa8 28. Rg2 NfS! 
29. Qd2 Nh4 30. Ехр8 Кхр8 
31. Qe3 Qg5 32. Be2 Ng2 
33. Resigns. Why did White not 
play c5? 
8. a4 a6 
This is better than 8. ... a5, 
which would give White an unde- 
served foothold on the light- . 
colored squares. 
9. a5 ёа 
Euwe gives 9. b4 Bg4 10. 
Be2 Nf6 11. Nbd2 0-0 12. 
Ba3 Nd7 with good prospects for 
Black, since ...f5 is coming. 
So oos Ba7 
10. Bg5?! 
A blow in water. If this Bish- 
op is to be developed, then 10. 
Be3 is correct. 
IA. us Nf6 
10. ... £6, although basically 
sound, would cramp the black 
Knights. 








11. Nbd2  h6 
12. Bh4? 

A very consequent decision 
which enables Black to bring the 
White King position under siege 
rather quickly due to the vulnera- 
bility of this piece. 12. Be3 is 


the prudent choice. 
Poe x g5 
13. Bg3 Nh5 
14. Khi Nf4 
15. b4 ` hs 


16. h4 же 

This weakening is forced. 

RT ге f6! 
17. Nel Ng6! 

Black skillfully maintains the 
tension and thereby preserves his 
flank attack. 

18. Be2 Qh7 
19. Ndf3 МІ? 

The Steinitzian Knight par- 
ticipates in the maintenance. Can 
this action be termed "overpro- 
tection?" 

20. Nd3 

White decides to voluntarily 
give up a Pawn in order to bring 
the black Pawn chain under at- 
tack. This is the point of the re- 
groupment initiated on his 17th 
turn, and is practically the only 
reasonable aggressive course 
open to him. 


How does Black 
maintain the tension 
and make a threat too? 


See diagram on top 
of next column. 





а б. © е р h 


20. Вр4 
Finally a true threat to win 
material is the culmination of the 
maintenance operation, whereby 


a more perfect liquidation may be 
achieved. 

21. c4 Bxf3 

22. Bxf3 gh 

23. Bh2 №5 

24. с5 h3 

25. Есі Nh4 


Black is able to force the po- 
sition with his very strong 
Knights, evidence that Black's 
initiative has grown. 

26. Rel 

Koltanowski trembled as he 
made this move. He had fully 
realized the strength of the black 
Knights by now. I indulge in 
this human observation even 
now, because is this not the real 
woof and warp of the simultane- 
ous exhibition? 

26. Nhxf3? 

Weak. I could not realize the 
advantage in my first encounter 
with a master. I remember a fog 
or film covering my entranced 
eyes. It disappeared with a mild 
sweat as Koltanowski replied 





without hesitation. 

It is now obvious that Black 
can play to win with 26. ... hg4 
27. Bxg2 Nxg2 28. Kxg2 
Мхе4 (28... 047 29. Re3 
Ор4+ 30. Охр4 һр4 31. Вр3 
Kd7 may indeed collar the Pawn, 
but at the cost of the initiative), 
e. B. 

1) 29. Qe2 Rg8+ 30. Khi 
Rg4 31. Rc4 Nxc5! 32. Мхс5 
(not 32. Кхр4 Мха3) Rxc4 
33. Qxc4 dc5 34. be Qf5, fol- 
lowed by 0-0-0 and Black should 

win. 

2) 29. Кс4 Rg8+ 30. Kfl 
(30. Kh1 Ер4 31. Qe2 is vari- 
ation 1) Qf5 31. Rcxe4 Qh3+ 
32. Ke2 Qxh2 and Black should 
win. 

3) 29. cd Nxd6, followed by 
... 0-0-0 with a winning game. A 
sacrifice by White on e5 appar- 
ently does not work. 

27. gf3 0-0 

Black realizes what he has 
done and recovers his composure 
with this move. 

28. Qe2 Rae8 

A prophylactic measure di- 

rected against 29. f4. 
29. Nb2 

With the intention of increas- 
ing the pressure on Black's Pawn 
chain with Nc4, but this plan 
never comes to fruition because 
Black still retains a share of the 
initiative. 

То be considered with trepida 
tion is 29. fA!? ef!? 30. f3 c6! 
31. Nxf4 (31. dc be 32. cd 
Be3! 33. Rxc6? Nxe4! or 33. 
Rc4 Ne6 are satisfactory for 
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Black) cd. 32. Nxd5 dc 33. bc 
Re6, and both sides have a chan- 


cy game. 
Aka sais Kh8 
30. Rgl Nf7 
31. Rg3 f5 
32. Rxh3 f4 
33. Nd3 h4 
Whereby the white Rook is 


boxed in and 34. ... Ng5 
threatens to win it. 
34. Rgl Rg8 


35. Rxg8+ Rxg8 





ао слег в са 


How does White save 
his trapped Rook? 


36. Bxf4! 

A beautiful and carefully pre- 
pared move which saves the day 
for White. There is no reasonable 
way for Black to prevent or divert 
the following Queen maneuver 
resulting in perpetual check. 


20572; ef4 
37. Qb2+ Rg7 
38. Qf6 Ng5 
39. Qf8+ Rg8 
40. Qf6+ Rg7 
41. Qf8+ .... 
Draw 


Appendix of 
Games for Study 


Spielmann - Eliskases, 
5th Match Game, Vienna, 1936. 
1. е4` е5 2. МЗ Nc6 3. 
Вс4 Вс5 4. с3 0е7 5.44 
Bb6 6. а4 аб 7. 0-0 46 8. 
h3 МІ6 9.Rel 0-0 10. b4 
h6 11.Ba3 Nd7 12.b5 Nd8 
13. Nbd2 Qf6 14. Nf1 Ne6 
15. Ne3 Ng5 16. Nxg5 Qxg5 
17. ba ba 18.35! Вха5 19. 
Bol Bb6 20. Nf5 Qf6 21. 
Re3 Nb8 22. Nxg7! Kxg7 
23. QhS Kh7 24. Rf3 Qg6 
25. Qh4 Nd7 26. Rg3 Qf6 
27. Bg5 Qg7 28. Ве7 ОҺ8 
29. Oh5! Nf6 30. Qf3! Rg8 
31. Bxf6 Rxg3 32. fg3 Qg8 
33. Bd5 Rb8 34. Kh2 a5 35. 
de de 36. Вхеѕ5 Веб 37. Вхеб 
fe6 38. Rd1 Qg6 39. Rd7+ 
Кр8 40. Rg7+ Qxg7 41. 
Bxg7 Kxg7 42.c4 Re8 43. 
c5! Ba7 44. Qc3+ e5 45. 
Оха5 Bb8 46. Qb5 Kf7 47. 
g4 Resigns 


Markland - Stoica, 
Student Olympiad, Graz, 1972. 

Іі. ег ез 2.МІЗ Меб 3. 
Bc4 Bc5 4.c3 Qe7 5.44 
Bb6 6.0-0 Nf6 7.Rel d6 
8.h3 h6 9.b4 a6 10.a4 0-0 
11. Ba3 Re8 12. b5 Na5 
13. Bd3 Nd7 14. Nbd2 Qf6 
15. Bb2 Nf8 16. Nf1 Ng6 
17. Ne3 c6 18. Ng4 Qd8 19. 
c4 h5 20.Ne3 Qf6 21.c5 
dc 22.de Qd8 23.ba ba 24. 
Qc2 Nf4 25. Bfl Be6 26. 
NÉS c4 27. Nd6 М43 28. 


Bxd3 cd3 29. Qxd3 Nc4 30. 
Bc3 Bc5 31.Radl Nxd6 32. 
ed6 Qb6 33.Rd2 f6 34. е5 
16. 35: Rxe5. BE7. 35. Rg5 

Resigns 


Honfi - Damjanovic, 

Sarajevo, 1966. 

1.е4 е5 2.МІЗ Nc6 3. 
Вс4 Вс5 4.с3 Ое7 5.44 
Воб 6. 0-0 46 7.а4 аб 8. 
h3 Nf6 9.Rel h6 10. Na3 
(10. Ве3 25 11. де де 12. 
Bxb6 cb6 13. Nh2= Unzicker) 
g5!? 11. de (11. Nxg5? is Reg- 
gio-Tarrasch, Monte Carlo, 
1903) de 12. Nh2 g4! 13. hg 
Rg8 14.р5 hg 15. Ве3 
Bxe3 16.Rxe3 Rh8 17. Bd5? 
Of8! 18. Bxc6* bc6 19. Qf3 
Qh6 20. Qg3 Ng4! 21. Rd3 
Веб 22.f3 Nxh2 23. QxeS 
g4 24. Охс7 Ес8 25. Qe5 
Nxf3+ 26. gf3 Qhl+ 27. Kf2 
Rh2+ 28. Ke3 Qxf3+ 29. 
Kd4 c5+ 30. Resigns 


van Scheltinga - Euwe, 

Maastricht, 1946. 

1.94, ез. 2: Nis Neo . 4. 
Вс4 Вс5 4. 0-0 46 5.с3 
В 6.44 Ое7 7.а4 аб 8. 
3 М6 9. е1 0-0 10. b4 
Kh8! 11. Ba3 Ng8 12. 05 
Na5 13. Nxe5? f6 14. Bxg8 
fe5 15. Ва2 ед 16. Nbd2 
Bxh3! 17.Nf3 Bg4 18.cd ab 
19. Qd3 Bxf3 20. gf3 Ор5+ 
21. Kf1 Nc4 22. Bcl Qh5 
23. ab Rxf3 24. Bxc4 Rxal 
25. Qdl Rxcl 26. Resigns 


continued on page 13 
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Yale First at 


4 run-away champions of 
the 1987 Pan-American Intercol- 
legiate Team Championships 
were one of the strongest teams 
ever to compete in this annual 
event held December 26-30. 
Yale University, with U.S. Jun- 
ior Champ IM Patrick Wolff 
(2566), John Litvinchuk (2475), 
Joe Waxman (2258), Andrew 
Metrick (2195), took $600 and 
first place with a convincing 7 
1/2 points, drawing only to Ba- 
ruch "A". Meanwhile, the strug- 
gle for second through tenth end- 
ed with Toronto, a perennial 
favorite led by FM Ian Findlay, 
earning 6 1/2 pts. and $400; last 
year's co-champ, Harvard Univer- 
sity, finished third with 6 pts. 
and $300. It appears that even 
with the addition of freshman 
FM Danny Edelman and an over- 
ly popularized "Grandmaster in 
Residence," the Crimscii couldn't 
defend their title against their Ivy 
League rival's formidable compe- 
tition. 


At fourth and fifth place were Ba- 
ruch College "A" of New York 
city and University of Minneso- 
ta, each with 5 1/2 pts. and 
$175. Finally, sixth through 
tenth place, in tie-break order, 
went to: City College of New 
York, last year's other co-champ 
Univ. of Chicago, Univ. of Ar- 
kansas, U.C. Berkeley, and 


‘687 PAN - RID.S 


Rhode Island College "A", all at 
5 pts. and earning $110. 


Although fourth seeded with an 
average rating or 2255. U.C. 
Berkeley could only achieve a 
disappointing ninth place in this 
year's top-heavy 38-team field. 
Cal's first board, FM Dave 
Glueck (2465), who had the 
team's best individual score at 6- 
2, jokingly attributed this upset 
to jet-lag and an over-abundance 
of "Burger King" in the team's 
diet. Cal was the only team that 
had to travel from west of Min- 
nesota. The rest of the team, 
which included Pan-Am "rook- 
ies" Matthew Ng (2241), Peter 
Yu (2189), Arasu Ganesan 
(2125), superstitiously noted that 
all of Cal's losses were to teams 
from the Big Apple. But all 
voodoo aside, ninth place is an 
improvement from last year's 
10th place and Cal should be re- 
turning next year with an even 
stronger, and definitely more ex- 
perienced team. 


However, one person who won't 
be returning next year as the 
tournament organizer is L. Thad 
Rogers. Mr. Rogers will go 
down in chess annals as the only 
organizer who pulled a last- 
minute switcheroo with a major 
national event. Originally sched- 
uled a year in advance in sunny 
Orlando, Florida, Mr. Rogers 





by Peter Yu 


changed the tournament site to 
Columbus, Ohio just two 
months before round one. Alle- 
gations Say that after signing the 
bid contract, Mr. Rogers noted 
the fine print in the Orlando ho- 
tel'S contract, and had to bail out 
to avoid financial catastrophe. 
The consequence of this last- 
minute change landed the Pan- 
Ams in frigid downtown Colum- 
bus, where there are no national 
banks, and the few existing re- 
staurants close at 6 p.m. Even 
more unfortunate was the plight 
of Monterey's Defense Language 
Institute which had already 
bought non-refundable plane tick- 
ets to Orlando. They not only 
couldn't compete, but lost money 
for planning ahead! Hopefully, 
future Pan-Ams will not have 
such irresponsible organizing. 


With all things said and done, the 
tournament itself was nonethe- 
less very enjoyable. despite of 
one cheating incident by Wor- 
cester Polytech. "A" (two of 
their players were from another 
college), this author had a lot of 
fun playing chess on the intercol- 
legiate level, meeting old and 
new friends from across the U.S., 
and being Ohioan FM Ben Fine- 
gold's "mad-house" partner. А 
very special thanks to Northern 
CA Chess Association for offer- 
ing to help send Cal's team to 
the 1987 Pan-Ams. 
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Following are some interesting 
games by Cal players with notes 
by FM Glueck and this author. 
But we'll first start out with a 
nice endgame win by NM Ng 
which secured a match win 
against Univ. of Akron in round 
five. 


From the diagramed position 
White, Ng, has to do something 
or else he'll lose his extra d- 
pawn. 





ae eee oT en 


White to move. 

39. a4! ba 40. Rc3 a2 41. 
Ra4 Rb4+ 42.Rc4 Rb3 43. 
Ra2 Каб 44. Вс7 ЕМ» 45. 
КЇЗ Rb3+ 46. Kg4 Rbd3 

47. Ra8+ Rd8 48. Raa7 
R3d4+ 49. Kh5 Rd2 50. h4 
Rd3 51. Rg7+ Kf8 52. Kh6 
R3d5 53. Rh7 resigns. 


1987 Pan-Am.s 
Yu (2189) - Hrop (2077) 
Univ. of Akron 


English 
1. с4 Nf6 2, МеЗ - е5 
3. 83 45 4.с4 М45 5. 


Вр2 Мс7 6. МІЗ Nc6 

7. 0-0 g6?! The usual move 
here is 7. ... e5 followed by 8. 
d3 Be7 9.Nd2 Bd7 10.Nc4 
0-0 gambitting a pawn with 
some compensation (BCO), but 
7. ... g6 is a line. 8. Qa4!? Ap- 
parently a new move. BCO and 
ECO both list 8. Na4 against 
which Black should reply 8. ... 
е5 9.b3 b5 10.Nc3 Rb8 

11. Bb2 Вр7 12. Есі Меб 

13. Nel! Bd7 14. Ne4 Qe7 

15. Nd3 c4 16. bc bc 17. 
Rc4 Nedd4! intending Be6 equal- 
izing. White can also try for an 
advantage by 9. d3 Bd7 10. a3 
Ne6 11. Be3 b6 12. b4! cb 

13. d4! ed 14. Nd4 Rc8 15. 
ab Bb4!? but he might not have 
enough. My move is definitely 
worth a try. 8. ... Bd7 9. 
Qc4 e5 Black stops 10. d4! 
but he now has black-squared 


weaknesses. 10. 43 Веб 
11. Оа4  Bg7 12. Ng5 
Bd7 13. Ос4 Qe7 14. 


Nce4 bó 15. Nd6+! Kf8 
Surprisingly, all of White's 
moves have been with tempo; 
undoubtedly due to Black's posi- 
tional weaknesses. White now 
wins a pawn. If 15. ... Qd6? 
16. Qf7+ Kd8 17. Qg7 threa- 
tening a family fork. 16. Qf7+ 
Here I considered 16. Ndf7, but 
after ... b5 paranoid images of 
trapped knights came racing 
through my mind. 16. ... Qf7 
17. Ngf7 Rg8 18. f4 .. 
"Always open up the position 
when your opponent's king is 
stuck in the center." 18. ... ef 
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19. Rf4 Меб 20. ЕГІ 
Ke7 21. Nc4 b5 22. 
Ne3 Bd4 23. Khi Be3? 
Although exc^anging when at- 
tacked is a goo. rule of thumb, 
Black is only helping out White 
in this position by swapping » 
crucial defender to develop 
White's last piece. 24. Be3 
Raf8 25. Ng5  Ned4 
26. Ned! ... Fight fire with 
fire. 26. ... Rf5?! White gets 
the house after 26. ... Ne2? 27. 
Bg5+ Kd6 (not Ke8 28. Nd6 
mate ) 28. Bh3+. Although the 
actual move, sacrificing the ex- 
change to relieve the pressure, 
isn't any better. 27. Bg5+ 
Ke8 28. Nd6+ Kf8 29, 
NfS?! ... White mechanically 
takes the exchange when I could 
have played Ganesan's postmor- 
tem suggestion 29. e4!! winning 
at least a piece. If 29. ... Rf14 
30. Rfl+ Kg7?? then 31. Rf7+ 
Kh8 32 Bf6+ Rg7 33. Rf8 
mates. 29. ... sf 30. Bh6+ 

Ke7 31. e4 Rg6 34. 
Bd2 Ме5 33. ef Bf5 
34. Rael Re6 35. Bg5+ 
Kd7 36. Rf5!? A bolt of 
lighting which stamps out 
Black's hopes of counterplay. 
Зо. УЧЕВ 37. ВЪЗ 
Nd3? A blunder; nevertheless 
Black would have been lost after 
either 37. ... Nf3 38. Rfl! or 
Ng4 38. Re6 Nf2+ 39. Kg2 
Nh3 40. Re5 ... . 38. Каі 


... І suspect that Black halluci- 
nated in his analysis and was 
planning to reply Nf2+. The 
game is now over. 38. ... Kc6 
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39. Rd3 Rel« 
Nd4 41. Bgd Rbi 42. 
b3 Rb2 43. Rd2 Rd2 
44. Bd2 c4 45. be be 
46. Bc3  Nb5 47. Bb4 
Kd5 48. Kf2 Kd4 49, 
a4 Мс3 50. Вс3 Кс3 
51. BfS Kb4 52. Bh7 
Ka4 53. Ke2 Kb3 54. 
Kd2 Kb2 55. Вс2 с3+ 
56. Kd3 resigns 1: 0 


40. Kg2 


FM Glueck (2465) vs. 
Weisblat (2117) / Case 
Western Reserve 

Sicilian Defense 


1. е4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3. 
№3 ... To make Black think. 
Nc6 4. Bb4 e5 Improving 
on Finegold - Rao, U.S. Junior 
Championship 1987, which went 
g6 5.44. White's idea was cd 
6. Qd4 Nf6 7. e5 with advan- 
tage, but on 5. d4 he offered a 
draw! 5. a4 ... To stop a6 - 
b5 and thus keep the white- 
squared bishop active. 5. ... 
Nge7 Intending g6 - Bg7 - 0-0, 
etc. 6. d3 So if g6 7. Bg5 

Bg7?! 8. Nd5 winning. 6. ... 
hó 7. 0-0 Веб 8. Nd2 

.. Expecting g6 9. f4 witha 
normal game. 8. ... a6?! This 
encourages White to exchange 
his bad bishop for the good one 
оп еб. 9. Вс4 Вс4?! The 
move d5 was better but White 
has the advantage in lines like 
10. ed Nd5 11.Nd5 BdS 12. 
Rel Be7 13. Qg4 or 13. Bd5 
045 14. Nc4 .. 10. Nc4 


NaS5? The move g5, to stop f4, 


may be best, but it looks horri- 
ble. 11. Na5 Qa5 12.14 
.. White is probably winning 
already. The position looks like a 
King's Gambit where Black has 
weakened himself with c5. 12. 
-- Nc6 13. fe Ne5 14. 
Bf4 ... Aiming for a good 
knight vs. bad bishop position. 
14. ... Be7 15. Be5 de 
16. Qh5 0-0 17. 0е5 
Bf6? This forces White to play 
a winning sacrifice. Qd8 was bet- 


ter but then Black is just down a 


pawn. 18. Rf6! gf 19. 
Qf4!? ... The simple 19. Qf6 
was also good but White can win 
in many ways. 19. ... Qb4? 
The best move was Kg7, LE. 20. 
Nd5 Qd8 when Black might 
survive for a while. 20. М45 

Qd4+ 21. Khi f5 This 
loses but Kg7 allows 22. Nc7. 
22. Оһ6 f6 (only move) 23. 
Qg6+ Kh8 24. Ne7 1:0 
The only reasonable defense to 
25. Qh6 mate is Qe3 but then 
25. Оһ5+ Kg7 26. Nf5+ with 
mate on g7. 


FM Glueck vs. 
R.Young (2301) 
Baruch "A" 


Sicilian Defense 


1. e4 с5 2. Nf3 Nc6 
3. Bb5 g6 4. 0-0 Bg7 
5. c3 Nf6 6. Rel 0-0 


7. b3 d5?! Usually Black de- 
lays this move until e4 is availa- 
ble for his N, i.e. Qc7 8. d4 cd 

9.cd d5 10.e5 Ne4 - Glueck 





- Rizzitano, Mass. 1982. 8. e5 
Nd7 The move Ne8 with the 
idea Nc7-Ne6 is better. Now the 
knight on d7 has nowhere to go, 
9. dd cd  10.cd Nb6 
11. Nc3 Bd7 12. Bf4 
Rc8 13. Есі еб This 
does not seem to work, but it is 
difficult for Black to free himself 
anyway. 14. b3 Restricting the 
Nb6. 14. ...f6? Since this fails, 
Ne7-Nf5 was better. 15. ef 
Qf6 16. Bc6! Since Qf 
loses a pawn, White grabs the 
Black squares. 16. ... Rc6 The 
move 16. ... bc planning c5 was 
possible but either 17. Be5 or 
17. Bd6 is good. 17. Веб 
Qf5 18. Qd2 Rfc8 Very 
natural, but... 19. Bg7 Kg7 
20. Ме5 R6c7 21. Маз! 
The best move of the game. 
White simultaneously neutralizes 
the pressure on the c-file and at- 
tacks the weak pawn e6. 21. ... 


Be8 22. Мс5 Re7 23. 
Re5 Qf6 24. Rcel Bf7 
25. R1e3 White is now 


clearly winning, and Black was 
already in time pressure...Ree8? 
26. Nb7 A "chess" move 
from a "checkers" set-up. 26. 
.... Qe7 If Nd7, simply 27. 
Nd6. 27. Nc5 Rc5 Despera- 
tion. 28. dc Qc5 29. Ме4 
Continuing the attack on the 
black squares 29. .. Qc7 30. 
Qb2 d4 31. 044 Rd8 
32. Rd5+ (simplest) e5 33. 
Qe5+ (е5 34. ReS5 
Rdi- 35. Kh2 Nd5 36. 
Rf3 Rel 37. Rf7+ 1:0 
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I. Vaks (2002) [Case 
Western Reserve] vs. 

A. Ganesan (2125) 

French Defense 

1. е4 еб 2. d4 d5 3. Nc3 
Bb4 4. Bd2 Nf6!? [Avoid- 
ing the obscure complications of 
4...dxe4. Another reasonable 
choice is 4...Ne7, which Alek- 
hine felt was simplest.] 5. e5 
Bxc3 6. Bxc3? [6. bxc3 was 
preferable] 6...Ne4 7. Bd3 
Nxc3 8. bxc3 c5 [Black has 
reached a favourable form of the 
McCutcheon, as he has already 
begun his counterplay in the cen- 
tre without having had to 
play..h6] 9. Qg4 Qas5? [AI- 
though tempting, this is too ri- 
sky. Simplest is 9...g6 while 
9...0-0 is analogous to a line of 
the Winawer, except that White 
lacks his dangerous QB and Black 
his defensive KN] 10. Qxg7 
Qxc3+ 11. Ke2 Rf8 12. 
Nf3 Nc6 13. dxc5 [Clearly 
not 13 Ng5? Nxd4+ 14. Ke3 
Nf5+ but interesting was 13. h4 
Nxd4+ 14. Nxd4 Qxd4 15. h5] 
13...Bd7 [Black's strategy is 
evident; He wishes to castle 
long and obtain counterplay 
against White's somewhat ex- 
posed King. In return, White 
should aim to consolidate and 
eventually capture on h7, when 
his own h-pawn will be a danger- 
ous factor. Instead, White mis- 
judges the position and wrongly 
believes that he has attacking 
chances.] 14. Rabl? [More to 
the point was 14. Qf6! e.g. 
14...Qxc5 [14...h6!?] 15. Rabl 
b6 16. h4] 14...0-0-0 15. 


Bxh7? [Already, White has to 
play circumspectly e.g. 15. Rb3 
Qxc5 16. ВҺЬІ [or 16. Bxh7 
Nb4 with counterplay] 16...Rg8 
when both g2 and f2 prove vul- 
nerable. 15. g3 might be best 
but then unclear is 15...f6 16. 
exf6 e5 with attacking chances.] 
15...Nb4 [Again, 15...f6 might 
be possible.] 16. Rb3? [This 
is one mistake too many. Neces- 
sary was 16. Bd3 Ер8 17. 
Qxf7 Rxg2 when Black still has 
dangerous threats.] 16...Bb54 

17. Kdl [Not liking 17 Bd3 

Qxc2+ (possibly White over- 
looked this) 18. Ke3 Qxc5+ 

19. Nd4  Bc4! (less clear is 
19...Bxd3 20. a3) 20. Rc3 Nc6 
and Black is winning.] 

17...Оа1+ 18. Kd2 Qxhl 
19. Rxb4 Qf1! [Although the 
exchange up, Black must still 
play actively to prevent any 
counterchances.] 20. Qg3 [Pre- 
ferable was 20. Ke3 Qe2+ 21. 
Kf4 Bc4 when Black retains his 
pressure.] 20...Rh8! 21. Nd4 
[or 21. Bd3 Bxd3 22. cxd3 

Rhg8 invading; 21. Ng5 Qe24 

22. Kc3 d4« 23. Kb3 d3] 
21..Bc4 22. Bd3 [22. Qh4 

Rxh7] 22..Bxd3 23. cxd3 

Rhg8 24. Qf3 [24. Qh4 

Rxg2 25. Nb5 Rxf2+ is too 
Slow] 24...Rxg2 25. Ke3 

Qcl« [ Going for more than 
25...Ое1+ 26. Ne2 Qxb4 27. 
Qxg2] 26. Ke2 Rgl [The 
threat of 27...Rel++ forces 
White's hand.}27. Qxf7 Qel+ 
28. Kf3 Qxb4 29. Qxe6+ 
[Black gets there first after 29. 
Nxe6 Qg4+] 29..Kb8 30. 
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c6 [Desperation, with his flag 
about to fall. Still, 30 Qe7 Rc8 
31. Qd6+ Ka8 32. Qd7 Rb8 
leads nowhere.] 30...Qxd4 
31. Qe7  Qg4-« 0:1 [32. 
Ke3 d4+ 33.К42 Qdl mate.] 





For the Young Player 
continued 


Contedini - Euwe, 

Olympiad, Leipzig, 1960. 
1. е4е5 2. МІЗ Nc6 3. Bc4 
Bc5 4. c3 Bb6 5. d4 Qe7 6. 0-0 
d6 7.h3 Nf6 8. Rel 0-0 9. a4 
a6 10. Na3 Kh8! 11. Nc2 Ng8 
12. Ne3 Ba7 13. Nd5? Qd8 14. 
Be3 f6 15. b4 Nce7 16. de? 
Nxd5 17. Bxd5 Bxe3 18. Rxe3 
fe 19. Bb3 Qf6 20.c4 (20. 
Ка21?) №7 21, с5 ас 22, bc 
Ng6 23. 0457 (23. Ва2!?) 
Bxh3! 24. gh3 Nh4! 25. Nxh4 
Qxf2+ 26. Kh1 Qxe3 27. Nf5? 
Qxh3+ 28. Kg1 Rf6 29. Resigns 


Rossolimo - Euwe, Gijon, 1951. 
1. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bc4 

Bc5 4. c3 Qe7 5. d4 Bb6 6. 0-0 
d6 7. h3 Nf6 5 Rel 0-0 9. Na3 
Kh8! 10. Nc2 Nd8 11. b3 Be6 
12. Bd3?! Ng8 13. Ne f6 14. 
Nd5 Qf7! 15. c4? Bxd4 16. 
Nxd4 ed4 17. Bc2 c6 18. Nf4 

c5 19. Qd3 g5! 20. Nd5 Nc6 

21. Qg3 Ne5. 22. h gh! 23. 
Qxh4 Qg6 24. Khl Bxd5 25. 
cd5 Ne7 26. f4 Rg8 27. Qh3 

Ng4 28. Kgl? Nxd5 29. Bd3 

Ne3 30. Bd2? Nf2! 31. Kxf2 

Qxg2+ 32. Qxg2 Rxg2+ 33. Kf3 
Rag8 34.e5 R8g3+ and mates 
next move. 
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Practical Chess Analysis 
by Mark Buckley; Thinker's 
Press, 1987, 165 pp., $16.95. 
Review by R.E. Fauber 


wenty-five years ago I spent 
a summer's month expending 
16 hour days analyzing chess 
games. The goal was to under- 


stand how grandmasters generated 
sharp ideas and to plumb the tac- 
tical themes which allowed them 
to carry them out. The regimen 
of attacking unannotated game 
scores to loot them of their ideas 
paid off, but Mark Buckley's 
study program of the past eight 
years has yielded him a greater 
harvest of insight and understand- 
ing, which he shares with the 
readers in the admirably coherent 


pages of Practical Chess Analy- 
Sis. 


There are many books full of ma- 
terial on what to think about in 
chess, but there are almost none 
on how to think about these 
whats. Alexander Kotov's Think 
r has its mo- 
nts but is crotchety in organi- 
zation and exposition. It would 
have no illustrative use in a 
book, "Write Like a Grandmas- 
ter." 





Buckley proves that you do not 
need a big name to have a big 


Book Reviews 


understanding of chess. Further- 
more, he writes with grace spiced 
with sly humor. For anyone 
seeking to improve their analyti- 
cal skills or to sharpen their 
mind in preparation for a tourna- 
ment this book repays study and 
restudy. 


It is not a make-work piece, but 
the product of years of reflection. 
His article, " A Few Calculating 
Words" in the February-March, 
1981 Chess Voice adumbrated 
his approach to analysis, and 
Practical Chess Analysis 
presents the finished, fruitful sys- 
tem. 


Among the aspects of analysis 
Buckley Emphasizes "knowing" 
the board, its geography of ranks 
and diagonals, and the "aura" a 
piece gives off. This awareness 
of the kinetic energy of potential 
moves prompts the examination 
of continuations which expand 
the power of one's own pieces 
and limit that of the opponent's. 

He also stresses the need to avoid 
generalized thinking and the cul- 
tivation of intuition--the judge- 
ment carved from experience with 
similar positions. 


An original pair of concepts in- 
forms Buckley's approach to 
threat analysis. Begin by search- 





ing for the most dangerous look- 
ing threats and work down the 
hierarchy of violence to the ones 
which apply in the position. 

This process can stimulate the 
imagination to make use of 
wish-fulfillment to evolve cogent 
plans. Examine positions one 
wishes to achieve and then delve 
into the possibilities for interme- 
diate moves which may indirectly 
advance toward the goal by gener- 
ating threats in other directions. 


To sharpen one's thinking re- 
quires having something to think 
about. After chapters on training 
the mind's eye, developing intui- 
tion, and preparing to analyze, 
Buckley proceeds to the element 
of planning--a central thesis of 
the book is that analysis is not 
strictly a process of finding deci- 
sive continuations -- and here 
Buckley falls into generalities. 
Yet the blandness is only occa- 
sional and followed by original 
insights such as "Sometimes... a 
player sees a forced line. Al- 
though the middle of the opera- 
tion is not certain, this technique 
makes long calculations possi- 
ble. In fact this linking of small 
plans gives the impression of in- 
evitability found in well played 
games." 


Another insight livens the con- 
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sideration of schematic thinking, 
the step-by-step achievement of 
goals toward which analysis 
strives. "Much can be learned 
about schematic play from study- 
ing older games, roughly the per- 
iod 1880-1920. You often see 
grandiose plans, executed with 
flawless logic. The clash of 
schemes is clear because the loser 
is occupied with his own ideas 
and only defends when too late. 

Thus you see the entire develop- 
ment of each plan. 


"In more modern games (since 
1950), schemes are sharper and 
more tactical. These plans guide 
play for a few moves, become 
obsolete, and must be replaced. 
Intuition, foresight, and imagina- 
tion are demanded to knit togeth- 
er multiple schemes." 


An important reason Buckley is 
an apt teacher is that he is a 
player who is not king-oriented. 

When opportunity arises, he can 
play a mating attack with as 
much facility as anyone; but he 
does not aim for the king from 
the beginning. A calm, seraphic 
joy lights his face when he can 
set about some task such as esta- 
blishing an outpost on an open 
file and building pressure behind 
it or tying the adversary to de- 
fense of a doubled pawn. 


Such delight in formal plans 
robbed his play of power on oc- 
casion, and it was this quest for 
more power in his play which led 


him to the course of study he 
now shares with us in this work. 


The unhackneyed and apt game 
illustrations disclose the sweat 
behind Practical Chess Analysis. 
Careful study should add more 
power and clarity to anyone's 
play. If the price of $16.95 
seems stiff, it should be meas- 
ured by how much enlightenment 
dots its pages and not by the 
number of pages themselves. 


MINMIMNUNDIIUGUACHRO C HS ERUIT WERUDIEPURUPISRIET EMISIT D I ORE: 





The Offbeat Sicilian: 

- Unorthodox Ways to 
Win with White! 

by John Grefe; 

Paperbback, Chess Enterprises, 

$ 6.00 

Review by Paul Lowry 


The title listed above is listed on 
the cover of this most recent 
book by IM John Grefe. On the 
first inside page the title is given 
as The Oddball Sicilian: Unor- 
hodox W in wi hi 
and finally as Th icil- 
ian on the list of offerings from 
Chess Enterprises, Inc. These 
various titles are the only fault 
that I have found with this book 
- a minuscule fault. 


John Grefe, a former United 
States Chess Champion, had 
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done a commendable job with 
this timely book. The theme c^ 
the tome is to "win with the un- 
orthodox Sicilian Lines" and "to 
force upon the opponent right 
from the start the type of game 
in which he will not be at 
home." I concur with this the- 
sis. Itis good chess strategy. 


The fifty-one pages are printed in 
excellent type and the book is ad- 
equately illustrated by 28 clear di- 
agrams. Thirty-three games are 
interspersed among 14 chapters 
dealing with such variations as 
e.g. The Snyder Sicilian, The 
Big Clamp and the-Vasiukov Va- 
riation. There is enough chess 
information here to justify the 
$6.00 price for this paperback of- 
fering from Chess Enterprises, 
Inc., 107 Crosstree Road, Corao- 
polis, Pennsylvania 15108. 

Purchase this little gem and let 
your opponents be caught short! 


неран н нн рына рны ран алы ыле аннин REESE ER. 





Kemeri - Riga 1939 


Tournament book 
Review by Val Zemitis 


The Kemeri-Riga 1939 Interna- 
tional Tournament [March 4-20, 
1939] produced many interesting 
and worthwhile games. It was 
here where Salo Flohr executed 
one of his most memorable tech- 
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nical masterpieces against Efim 
Bogoljubow and played a fine 
game against GM Szabo [See 
"Grossmeister Flohr", Fiskultura 
i Sport, Moscow, 1985]. It was 
in Kemeri-Riga 1939 where GM 
Szabo found a refutation over- 
the-board against the V. Mikenas 
prepared variation [See "My Best 
Games of Chess" by L. Szabo, 
Pergamon Press, 1986], and it 
was here where Eero Böök played 
two games [V. Hazenfuss-Böök 
and Böök-Mikenas] that he was 
proud to include in his game col- 
lection [See "Mesterin Miet- 
teitä", Shakkitarvike оу 
Järvenpää, 1985]. 


This tournament was organized 
with six foreign grandmasters- 
S.Flohr (ELO-2620), G. Stahl- 
berg (ELO-2590), L. Szabo 

(ELO-2610), E. Bogoljubow 

(ELO-2610), V. Mikenas(ELO- 
2540) and E. Böök (ELO-2500) 
to compete against ten best local 
players. Such a format always 
produces many instructive and 
exciting games. One such game 
in which GM Szabo tries to be 
"too cute" and as a result suffers 
consequences is illustrated here. 


The Kemeri-Riga 1939 tourna- 
ment book is available from 
CAISSA EDITIONS, Dale A. 
Brandreth, P.O. Box 151, York- 
lyn, DE 19736, USA. Cost: 
$4.50 (postage and handling is 
$2.00 for orders under $35.00). 


White: M. Feigins 
Black: L. Szabo 
Gruenfeld Defense 


1. 44 36 2. с4 26 3. 
Nc3 Bg7 4. МЗ 45 5. 
Qb3 dc4 б. 9с4: 0-0 


7. е4 c6(?) It is of interest to 
note that the original annotator 
(most likely GM V. Petrovs, 
1907-1945. ELO-2520) gave this 
move a question mark! 

The annotator suggests 7...b6! 
and maintains that after 8. e5 
Веб! 9. Qd3 Nd5 + -. If in- 
stead 9. ef6, then Bc4: 10. fg7 
Kg7: 11. Bc4: c6 (11...Nd7 
12. Be3 a6 13.h4 h6 14. 0- 
0-0 b5 15. Bb3 c6 16.һ5!-- 
as in the game Gorenstein- 
Roizenson, USSR, 1947) 12. 0- 
0 b5 13. Bb3 Nbd7 with an 
easier game for Black. ECO 
gives 12..35 13. Rel һб 14. 
Bf4 + - Szabo-Barcza, Budapest, 
1939. 


Other moves that have been 
played here are:  /7...Ne8, 
1. ND, . V. o NEdT, - 7: n6, 
7...Nc6, 7...Na6, and the now 
most often played 7...Bg4. 

8. Be2 or 8. Bf4, 8. Qb3 but 
not 8. h3? 8...b6 or 8...Bg4, 
8...Nbd7, 8...a5, and 8...b5. 9. 
043 ог 9. Оа4 ВЬ7 10. 0-0 
Nbd7 11. Rdl Qc7 12. e5!+- 
as in the game Pachmann-Garcia, 
La Habana, 1963. 

9...Nh5? Black should have 
equalized with 9...Ba6 10. Ой! 
Be2: 11. Qe2: Qc8. 10. 0-0 





Nd7 11. е5! Threatening 
12. g4. 11..Nb8 12. h3! 
Again threatening to win a piece 
with g4. 
12..Bh8 13. Кѓа1 №7 
14. d5! Bb7 15. Qe4 
cd5 16. М45: Ne6 17 
Ng5! 


17. Nf6+ ef6 18. Qb7: Qc7 
19. Qa8: Nc6. 


17..0d7 18. Bf3! 
19. Qh4 Nfs 


Rd8 





ете! 


& ox 


20. Nh7:! Nc6 If 20...Nh7:, 
then 21. Ne7:+ Kf8 22. Rd7:. 
21. Nf8: RS: 22. Bg! 
Qe6 23. Be7: Black re- 
signed. 

If 23...Ne7:, then 24. Ne7:+ and 
25. Bb7:; if 23...Rfe8, then 24. 
Nf6+ Bf6: 25. Bf6: with una- 
voidable mate. 
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Speed) GINSSS yy warer srowne 


e are a playful species. 

From early childhood and 
throughout our lives we play all 
sorts of games. Chess is the 
most creative, fascinating and 
challenging game there is. The 
most exciting spine-tingling 
form of Chess is Blitz! 


Ever since there have been chess 
clocks the fastest form of chess 
has been called Blitz chess! Five 
minutes each is the universally 
accepted Blitz tournament time 
limit although 7 or less minutes 
for each side is considered Blitz. 


Everybody who plays Blitz chess 
is a winner. Besides being a lot 
of fun, it is the supreme test of 
instinct and intuition coupled 
with the will to survive, and fi- 
nally the desire to overcome your 


adversary. 


IT'S THE ULTIMATE 
STRUGGLE! 


In normal chess there is a lot of 
pondering, suffering and prepara- 
tion unlike Blitz chess where you 
can play intuitively, go with the 
flow and play move on move, 
blow on blow and get an average 
decision in approximately 8 min- 
utes or play a whole match in 
only an hour!! It's an exciting 
and fun way for people of all 
ages especially children to learn 


chess. Chess, a game of art and 
logic, will help these kids with 
their thinking processes. So the 
WBCA was formed to promote 
and sponsor Blitz chess. We are 
going to obliterate the hopeless 
media image of two men with 
long beards taking an hour to 
play each move. As moves are 
darted out in microseconds Blitz 
is a welcome addition to the 
Computer Age. Ex-World 
Champion Mikhail Botvinnik 
once wrote, "Chess is like a 
heavyweight boxing match be- 
tween two gladiators ending 
within two rounds usually by 
knockout!! 


There are more thoughts in a 
Blitz match than all the bombs 
dropped in World War I or all the 
plays of a football team in an en- 
tire season!! 

During any great Blitz match 
there is never enough room to 
watch as the spectator's interest 
is unparalleled by any other form 
of the game. Talent at Blitz is 
different than slow tournament 
chess, therefore an A player could 
very conceivably become a mas- 
ter at Blitz. Besides being excit- 
ing, Blitz games are often quite 
theoretical as strong players try- 
Out new ideas, so we will record 
as many top games as possible. 
The fact that the first World Blitz 


Championship will be held Feb- 
ruary 19-20, 1988, in St. John, 
Canada with Seirawan, Wilder, 
Kasparov, Karpov and +20 other 
top G.M.'s, shows the worldwide 
interest in wht promises to be 
one of the most exciting events 
in Chess history. The WBCA 
will already consider bids to hold 
the 2nd World Blitz ch. in early 
1989 possibly right here in the 
U.S.! 

The U.S. has some of the 
World's very best Blitz players 
and the prospect of an American 
World Blitz Champion is very 
real. Also a Soviet- American fi- 
nal could be very exciting! 


IF YOU PLAY CHESS 
AND YOU WANT TO SEE 
ACTION, BLITZ IS THE 
ANSWER! 

1988 Membership dues are $8.00 
for the year. Members will re- 
ceive the bi-monthly publication 
of the WBA and a Blitz rating 
with the full list published twice 
a year. 1988 Affiliate dues are 
$25 per year entitling them to 
two free ads plus rating supple- 
ments, and all members in their 
tournaments will be rated. 


To join please write: World 
Blitz Chess Association, Walter 
Browne, President, 8 Parnassus 
Road, Berkeley, CA 94708. 
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Walter Browne donated $112.50 
to the 1988 U.S. Blitz Ch. in 
Estes Park, CO at the end of the 
1987 US Ch. and 10% of the 
WBCA liquid assets on 9/1/88 
will also be donated to the 1988 
U.S. Blitz Championship. 


Leading members: 
Duckworth, Wilder, Seirawan, 
Browne, Dlugy, Fishbein, Sayy- 
ah, Rohde, Gurevich, Benjamin, 
Gulko, J. Whitehead, Winslow, 
Lombardy, etc. 


Affiliates: 
Ed Labate, Richard Verber, Vic 
Ofiesh, and Ken Marshall 


Upcoming Events: 
#1 Peoples Blitz Ch. Feb. 12th, 
88 Univ. of California, Berkeley 


#2 Oak Park Blitz CH. March 
15th, at Oak Park Chess Club, 
Chicago. Entry Fee: $ 10.00 for 
members. Contact K. Marshall, 
President. Events start 7 PM. 


Recorded Speedgames: 


Browne - Seirawan 
American Open Speed 
1.d4d5 2.c4 de 3. Nf3 a6 4. 
Nc3 b5 5. a4 b4 6. Na2 e6 7. 
e3 c5 8. Bc4 Nf6 9. dc Qdl+ 
10. К41 Вс5 11. Ke2 Nc6 12. 
Bd2 Bb7 13.Rhcl Bd6 14. Bel 
Ke7 15. Rc2a5 16. Nc1 Rhc8 
17. Nd3 Rc7 18. Racl Rac8= 
19. Bb5?! Na7 20. Rc74 Rc7 
21. Rc7+ Bc7 22. Bc4 Nd7 23. 
b3 Bd6 24. Nb2 Nb6 25. Bd3 





Bd5 26. Bc2 f5 27. g3 Nc6 28. 
Nd2 g6 = + 29. ІЗ е5 30. е4? 
Nd44 31. Kdl fe 32. fe Веб 
33. Bf2 Bc5 34. Nd3 Nd7 35. 
Kcl Bb6 36. Bdl Kd6 37. Kb2 
Nc5 38. Nc5 Bc5 39. Bd4! 
Bd44 40. Kc2 Kc5 41. Be2 Be3 
42. Nc4 Bc4 43. Bc4- Kd4 44. 
Bd5 Bg5 45. Kd1 Ke3 46. Kel 
КЇЗ 47. КЇ1 Ве3 48. Вр8 h6 
49. Bd5 g5 50. Bc6 h5 51. Bd5 
Bf2 52. Bf7! h4 53. gh Bh4 
54. Bd5 Bf2 55. h3 Be3 56. 
Bc6 Bf4 57. Bd5 Ke3 58 Kg2 
Draw 
Browne-Alburt 
1987 US Open Speed 
1. d4 Nf6 2.c4 c5 3. Nf3 cd 4. 
Nd4 e6 5. Nc3 Bb4 6. g3 Ne4!? 
7. Qc2 Nc3 8. bc Be7 9. Bg2 
Na6 10. 0-0 Nc5 11. Rdl a6 
12. Bf4 d6 13. Nb3! Qc7 14. 
Rabl Rb7 15. Nc5 Qc5 16. 
Od3 e5- 17. Be3 Qc7 (17. ... 
Qa5 18. Bb6 Qa2 19. Вс7+ 
Rc8 20. Bd6 Bd6 21. Qd6 Веб 
22. Bb7 Bc6 + - ) 18. Bb6 Od7 
19. c5! dc 20. Qd7 Bd7 21. Bc7 
Rc8 22. Rb7 Ba4 (22. ... Bb5 
23. Be5 Be2 24. Rel - -) 23. 
Rd2 0-0 24. Be5 Re8 25. f4! c4 
26. Kf2a5 27.e3 Bc6?? 28. 
Bc6 Rc6 27. Re7 Rf8 30. Rdd7 
+-1:0 


Seirawan - Browne 
American Open Speed 

1. dd Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 
4. Nc3 Bb4 5. Qb3 c5 6. a3 
Ва5 7. Вр5!? Nc6 8. e3 h6 9. 
Bh4 Ba6?! 10. d5! Ne7 11. Bf6 
+= gf 12. Rd1 Rg8 13. Nd2 f5 
14. g3 f4?! (14. .. Rb8!?) 15. ef 





Nf5 16. Bg2 Nd4?! 17. Ом 
Bb7! 18. Nde4 Qe7 19. 0-0 f5 
20. b4! + - cb 21. ab Bb4 22, 
Rd4 fe 23. Ne4 Bc5 24. № 
Qc5 25. Rfdl ed 26. Bd5 Bd5 
27. Rd5 + - Qc6 28. Rel Kf} 
29. Qb4+ Kg7 30. Re7+ Kf6 
31. Rd6+ 1:0 


Benjamin - Gulko 
U.S.Champ. Speed 

1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. d4 cd 4, 
М44 МІ6 5. Nc3 46 6. Вр5 Ом 
7. Be3!? TN a5?! 8. Nb3! Qd8 
9. Nd5 Nd5 10. ed Ne5 11. Be2 
еб 12. 0-0 Ве7 + - 13. f4 Ng6 
14. de fe 15. Bd3 0-0 16. Qh5 
Rf6 17. Rf3 Qe8?? 18. Rh3 h6 
19. Rg3 Kh7 20. Rf1 Bd7 21. 
Bd4 e5 22. fe de 23. Ве5 Кеб 
24. Kh1?! Bg5 25. Rg5 1:0 


Browne - Benjamin 
U.S. Champ. Speed 
1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 
4. аЗ ВЫ7 5. №3 5 6. са №5 
7. Ос2 с5 8. іс Вс5 9. Вр5 ОФ 
10. Есі h6!? 11. Bh4 аб 12. 
Nd5 ed 13. e3 0-0 14. Bd3 (M. 
Ве2) Nc6 15. 0-0 d4!? 106. e/ 
Re8 17. Bg3 a5 18. Rfel Ваб 
19. Nh4 Bd3 20. Qd3 Qe6 21. 
f4 а4! 22. Ес4 Ма5! 23. Ra4 
Rad8 24. Nf3 Qb3 25. 00 
МЫЗ 26. Rc4 d3+ (27. Bf2 BD 
28. Kf2 Nc5 - е4) 27. КЇ1!? @ 
28. Rd1 Rd3? ( 27. ... b5!) 29. 
Ne5 Re3? 30. Bf2 + - g6 31 
Be3 Be3 32. Rb4 Nc5 33. Nd! 
вм 34. Nf2 Rd8 35. Ke2 Nd) 
36. Rb6 Ncl+ 37. Rcl Rd2 38 
Kel?! Rg2 39. Rc8+ Kh7 40. 
Rb7 + - White won. 





7. Ом 
0-0 f5 
4 22 
4. Nc5 
5 Bd5 
+ КВ 
+ Kf6 


4 cd 4, 
g5 Qb6 
)! Qd8 
11. Ве) 
4 Моб 
6. Qh5 
Rh3 hó 
47 21 
:5 Кеб 


Nf3 b6 
>d Nd5 
ір5 0% 
а6 1), 
43 (14, 
16. е4 
21 Ваб 
)e6 2l. 
3. Ва 
5. 003 
£2 BE 
f1!? d2 
751) 29, 
26 31. 
33. Мо 
22, М) 
42 38. 
h7 40. 





Club Directory 


Berkeley CC 

meets Fridays 7:30 PM 
Berkeley YMCA 

Allston Way and Milvia, 
2nd floor 

A. Glasscoe 652-5324 


Cal-Berkeley CC 
Rated games every Wed- 
nesday night 7-10 

279 Dwinelle UCB Cam- 
pus, Peter Yu 848-7809 


Burlingame CC 
Thursdays 7:30 PM 
Burlingame Rec.Center 
850 Burlingame Ave. 
H. Edelstein 349-5554 


Chabot C C 
Mondays 5 - 10 PM 
Chabot Com. College 
Hayward, Rm. 2347 
Lawless 415 785-9352 


Chico Chess Club 
meets Fridays 7 - 11 PM 
Esplanade Bldg. 4110 

1528 The Esplanade 
M Drury 916) 342-4708 


Fairfield-Suisun CC 
Mondays 7 - 9:30 PM 
1000 Kentucky St. 
M.Weeks 707)426-2331 
E. Deneau 707)428-5460 


Fresno Chess Club 
Mondays 7- 11 PM 
Round Table Pizza P. 
Cedar & Dakota Aves., 
D.Quarve 209) 225-8022 


Hayward Chess Club 
Mondays 7 - 9 PM 
Hayward Main Library 
Mission & C St. 


R. Shorman, Instructor 


Kolty CC Campbell 
Wednesdays 7-11:39 
Campbell Community 
Center -Activity Hall- 
Corner Winchester Blvd. 
& 1 W.Campbell Ave. 
P.Mayntz 408)371-2290 


LERA Chess Club 
meets Tuesdays 8:00 PM 
Lockheed Rec. Cennter 
Sunnyvale (Shorman) 


Livermore CC 
meets Thursdays 7 PM 
Homestead Savings & .. 
999 E.Stanley Blvd. 

D. McDaniel 443-2881 
Mechanics Inst. CC 
Monday thru Friday 
11:00 AM - 11:00 PM, 
Saturdays 10 AM - midn. 
Sundays noon - 10 PM 
57 Post St, 4th fl, SF 
Max Wilkerson-Director 
Note: This is a private 
club and newcomers 
should arrive before 5pm 


Monterey Chess Ctr 
Open daily 
Weekdays 4:30 - 10 PM 
Sat.& Sun. 2:00 PM 
Closed Monday 
T.Yudacufski 408) 372- 
9790 


Napa Valley C C. 
Thursdays 3:30 - 8 PM 
Yountville Veteran's 
Home (Lee-Lounge) 

B Bailey 707) 253-0648 


Novato Chess Club 
Novato Community H. 
Machin Ave. at DeLong 


415) 456-1540 


Richmond C C 
Saturdays noon to 5:30 - 
Eastshore Com. Center 
960 47th St., Richmond 
Trendall Ball 234-5336 


Rohnert Park C C 
Saturdays 6-12 PM - 
Mondays 6:30-11:00 
Rohnert Park Recreation 
Bldg. 8517 Lyman Way 
W.Randle 707)795-2220 


Sacramento E x 
Wednesdays 7 - 11 pm 
Senior Citizans' Center 
915 27th Street 
S.Gordon 916)929-2952 


San Jose C C 

meets Fridays 7 - 12 pm 
At the Blind Center 

101 N. Bascom Ave. 
(behind Lions Club) 

B. W. Curto 463-0198 


San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10am-2pm 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Ave. 
C.Felker 408) 723-1808 


Santa Clara UCC 
Fridays 5:00 - 9:00 
Cafe St.Clair / Universi- 
ty Campus. write: SCU 
Chess Club, 

Santa Clara University, 
Santa Clara CA 95053 


Santa Clara Cy C C 
every 2nd Saturday of ea 
month 2:15 - 6:15 pm 
Machado Park Bldg. 
3360 Cabrillo Ave. be- 
tween Nobili & Calaba- 
zos Blvd. 


19 
F. Sierra 408) 241-1447 


Santa Cruz CC 
Thursdays 6 - 11 PM 
Monterey Savings 

530 Front St. Santa Cruz 
K.Norris 408) 426-8269 


Syntex C C 
Thursdays (call first) 
3401 Hillview Ave. 
Palo Alto, Steve DeKec- 
zer, 855-5398 


Vallejo Chess Club 
meets Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Center 
333 Amador St. G.Rass- 
mussc.: 707)642-7270 


Gr. Vallejo Chess A 
N. Vallejo Rec. Center 
1121 Whitney Ave. 
Saturdays 5:30 - midn. 
Ernie 707) 557-0707 


Visalia C C 
Community Room 
Valley Federal Savings 
Fridays (call first) 
A.Fifield 209)734-2784 
C.Fotias 209)732-1835 


Walnut Creek CC 
Thursdays 2-5:30 PM 
2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
Dr. Pascal Baudry 

415) 2843989 


Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 - midn. 
Buttes Christian Manor, 
223 F - St. Marysville 
T.Gietych 916)742-7071 
Meeting Info..: Ellis 
Martin at address above. 





California Chess Journal 
4621 Seneca Park Ave 
Fremont CA 94538 





( 


2 


CALENDAR 


m 


March continued 


February 5? Novato Quads 
Art Marthinsen 
27 San Jose - Game 30 
Matthew Haws 408) 224-5781 April 


77 
28 Novato Quads 26 = 17 Bohnert Fark 2 
Art Marthinsen 415) 456-1540 Walter Randle 4 
707) 795-2220 Р” 
March H 
6 Walnut Creek Quads 23 - 24 Chico Open аа 
Dr. Pascal Baudry Matthew Ek | 
415) 284-3989 916) 894-5105 | 
12-13 Sacramento Sectional 30 - 5/l San Jose SUCEDE J 
Leon Rothstein Francisco Sierra | 
916) 927-2759 408) 241-1447 жеме 


Tournament Clearing House: 
19-20 San Rafael - Scholastic Alan Glasscoe, Box 11613, 
Ray Orwig 415) 237-7956 Oakland CA 94611 
415)652-5324 


Mar а М oul ey ej Comi Clttssi = 4 
Тей Фада саф о 408 272 27460 
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: IM John Grefe is reentering the 

California Past tournament scene in Berkeley 
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The California Chess Journal is published 
monthly. 


To subscribe send check or money order 
to: 

Calif. Chess Journal 

Hans Poschmann 

4621 Seneca Park Ave. 

Fremont CA 94538 


Subscription price: $ 12.00 for one year 
(12 issues) 

You can cancel your subscription any time 
and the unused portion of your money 
will be refunded. 


Due to increases in postage and 
printing costs the subscription 
price will go up to $ 15.00 effec- 
tive June - 1, 1988. Renew early 
to get the magazine for the old 
price!! 

Please watch for your renewal 


dates on the mailing labels. 
K K K k 


Note: The Postoffice will NOT forward 
this kind of mail. Please notify us if you 
change your address. 


General Editor: 

Open Position ??? 

Send all material to the publisher 
see above 


Subsection Editors 

General Interest: 

R. E. Fauber, 4125 Zephyr Way 
Sacramento CA 95821 


Endgames: 
Craig Mar, 555 S. - 10th St. #5 
San Jose, CA 95112 


Chess Literature - Val Zemitis, 






436 Citadel Dr., Davis CA, 95616 


Correspondence Chess and 
For the young player 

Erik Osbun, 220 Mariposa, 
Ridgecrest CA 93555 


Calif. Chess History 
Guthrie Mc Clain 
Box 8015, Pulga CA 95965 


Tournament Chess 
Philip D. Smith, 6495 N. Ferger Ave., 
Fresno CA 93704 


Local Games Annotator 
Gabriel Sanchez, 450 N. Mathilda 
# K-204, Sunnyvale CA 94086 


Speed Chess and Bulletins 
Walter Browne, 8 Parnassus Rd. 
Berkeley CA 94708 


University Chess 
Peter Yu, 2724 Channing Way #103 
Berkeley CA 94720 


All opinions expressed by the edi- 
tors are not necessarily those of 
the publisher. 


Directory: 

World Chess 3 
Monterey Classic 5 
Action Chess San Jose 7 
The Philidor Defense 9 
Californias Past 12 
National Open - Chicago 14 
Tips and Tricks 16 


Games from the Peoples tnmt 18 


Special note: 

Due to personnel reasons (visit of relatives 
from Germany) and others this issue is 
very late and I offer my apologies. For 
practicality sake I skipped one month and 
will add 1 month to every expiration date. 
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Spraggett-Sokolov Cliffhanger Spices 


Candidates Matches 


by International Arbiter Jerome Bibuld as published in Leisure Linc. 


K evin Spraggett and Andrei 
Sokolov provided the 
chess world with the most excit- 
ing cliffhangers in history by re- 
ducing their Candidates Match to 
a sudden death 15 minute format. 
Spraggett won the second 15- 
minute game, as Black, after the 
two grandmasters had drawn a 
match of eight games with nor- 
mal time controls, then produced 
two additional draws under one 
hour and 30-minute sudden death 
sentences. 


The other Candidates Match 
drawn at the end of the originally 
scheduled six games was settled 
by Johann Hjartason's win, as 
Black, against Viktor Korchnoi. 
The match appeared a shoo-in for 
the young Icelander, who had 
won Games 1 and 4. But the old- 
est candidate proved once again, 
in the words of the match bulle- 
tin, "that you can never count 
him out until the very last move 
of the last game." The veteran 
managed to equalize, then draw 
Game 7, as Black, before losing 
one of the wildest contests of all 
seven duels. 


(Was it mere coincidence that the 
two big upsets of the Candidates 
Matches were the only struggles 
that required more than six 
games?) 


Our own Yasser Scirawan was 
defeated, 4 - 1, by England's Jon- 
athan Speelman in the match 
with the widest margin of victo- 
ry. Speelman won Games 2 (as 
Black), 3 and 5. The consensus 
in the media room was that he 
got positions more comfortable 
for his own style than for Yas- 
$ег'$. 


Two other matches ended before 
the scheduled sixth game. Speel- 
man's countryman, Nigel Short, 
won the first two games, then 
took three draws against Hunga- 
rys Gyula Sax. Artur Yusupov 
of the USSR, won, as White, in 
games | and 3, conceding draws 
in 2, and 5 to fellow Soviet 
grandmaster Jaan Ehlvest. 


The match that excited the most 
interest artistically was that be- 
tween Jan Timman, of Holland, 
and Valery Salov, of the USSR. 
Five fighting draws were cli- 
maxed by Timman's win in 
Game 6. Lajos Portisch, of 
Hungary, won Game 3, as 
White, against the USSR's Ra- 
fael Vaganian, then held on for 
three draws to secure the victory. 


Editors note: 

The games can be found in Chess 
Life Magazine or in the new pub- 
lication of inside Chess but 


some of the Tie-Breakers follow: 
Spraggett - Sokolov 


1. с4 с5 2. МЗ еб 3.44 с44 
4. Nxd4 М6 5. №3 46 6. 
g4 һб 7. рі Ве7 8. Be3 
№6 9. ОГЗ аб 10. 0-0-0 Ос7 
11. h4 Nd7 12. g5 Ndes 
13. Qg3 h5 14.Ве2 рб 15. 
(4 Мр4 16. Вхр4 һр4 17.15 
Ne5 18.fc6 fc6 19. Kbl Bd7 
20. Nce2 Rc8 21. Nf4 b5 
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22. Nfxe6 Вхеб 
Qxc2+ 24. Kal 


23. Nxe6 
Qxe4 25. 
Bd4 Nf3 26.Bxh8 Nxgl 27. 


Oxgl Qxe6 28.Rel QfS 29. 
BIG ВеР'23030е3 ХО ЕЗИ 
В44 О(5 32.a3 Kf7 33.Qc2 
Kg8 24. Вс2 45 35. ВГІ 
Qc4 36. ОГ2 Qf3 37. Qel 
Ос4 38. QN QB 39. Qel 
Qc4 40. Qg3 Qc4 41. Rel 





Rd7 42.Qb84 Bf8 43. Qe8 
Rf7 44.Rel d4 45. Bb4 Rfl 
46. Охрб+ Bg7 47. Ое8+ 
ВІЗ 48 Орб+ Draw 


Sokolov - Spraggett 

1 hour game 

Caro-Kann Defense 

l.e4 c6 2.44 45 3.М42 de4 
4. Nxcd. Nd7 5. Ng5 Ngf6 

6. Bd3 e6 7. NI(3 Bd6 8. Qe2 
һ6 9. Ме4 Мхе4 10. Охе4 
Nf6 11.Qe2 b6 12. Bd2 Bb7 
13. 0-0-0 Qc7 14. Kbi 0-0-0 

15.c4 c5 16. Bc3 Rhe8 17. 
Rhel Kb8 18.g3 Ka8 19. Bc2 
a6 20.dc5 Bxc5 21. Ne5 Rc8 
22. Rd2 Red8 23. Redl Rxd2 
24. Rxd2 Bf8 25.f4 hS 296. 
h3 BcS 27.a3 Bf8 28. g4 hg4 
29. һр4 В46 30. Ка! Ne8 

31. Ва4 МІ6 32. Вс2 Ме8 

33. Rd4 f6 34. Ng6 e5 35. feS 
fe5 36. Rd2 Qxc4 37. Qxc4 
Rxc4 38.Nxe5 Rxc3 39. bc3 
Bxe5 40.Rd84 Ka7 41. Rxe8 
Bxc34 42.Kbl1 bS 43. Be4 
Bxe4+ 44. Rxe4 а5 45. Кс2 
Bf6 46.24 ba4 47. Rxa4 
Kb6 48. Kb3 Kb5 49. Rf4 
Кс5 50. RfS* Kd4 51. Rxa5 
Ке4 52.Rf5 BeS 53.Rfl р5 
54. Kcd. Bf4 55. Kc5 Ke3 

56. Kd5 Ke2 57. Rg1l КГ? 

58. Rbl Kf3 59. Rgl Kf2 

60. RbB1 Kf3 Draw 


Spraggett - Sokolov 

30 Min. Game 

Sicilian Defense 

1.c4 c5 2. N3 e6 3.d4 cd4 
4. Nxdd Nc6 5.Nc3 a6 6. 
Nxc6 bc6 7. Bd3 d5 8.0-0 


№6 9. Ке! Ве7 10. e5 Nd7 

11. Qg4 g6 12. b3 a5. 13. Na4 
Nc5 14. Bh6 Nxa4 15. Qxa4 
Bd7 16. Qf4 Bf8 17. Bxf8 
Kxf8 18. Qh6+ Kg8 19. Re3 
Qf8 20. Qf4 Qe7 21. Rael 
Kg7 22. R(3 h5 23. h4 c5 

24. Rg3 a4 25. Ree3 ab3 26. 
ab3 Rab8 27. Bxg6 fg6 28. 
Rxg6+ Kxg6 29. Rg3+ Kh7 

30. ОЗ Ве8 31. Qd3+ Kh6 
32. Qe3+ Draw 


Spraggett - Sokolov 

15 Min. Game (1) 

Sicilian Defense 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.d4 cd4 
4. Nxd4 Nc6 5. NcJ3 d6 6. 
Be3 Nf6 7. Be2 Be7 8. f4 0-0 
9.Qd2 a6 10.0-0-0 d5 11. 
e5 Nd7 12.h4 Qc7 13. Rh3 
b5 14.Rg3 b4 15.Na4 Bb7 
16. b3 Rfc8 17. Kbl Nxd4 
18. Вхід Всб 19. Nb2 Nc5 
20. Bd3 Bb5 21.h5 NeA 22. 
Bxe4 de4 23.c4 bc3 24. 
Rxc3 Qb7 25.Rdcl h6 26. 
g4 Rxc3 27.Qxc3 Rd8 28. 
Qe3 Qd5 29. Bb6 Rd7 30. 
Nc4 Qd3+ 31. Kb2 Kh7 32. 
Кс3 905 33. а4 Всб 34. Rc2 
Bb4 35. р5 Qd3 36. gh6 
Кхһб 37. Вс5 Вхс5 38. Qxc5 
Bd5 39. Ос8 KxhS 40. Ох47 
Bxc4 41. Qxf7+ Kg4 42. 
Qxg7+ Kxf4 43. Rf2+ Ke3 
44. Qg3+ КА 45. Qxd3+ 
Bxd3 46. Rf8 e3 47. Rd8+ 
Ke4 48. Kc3 ВП 49. b4 
Kxe5 50. Rf8 Be2 51. Rh8 
Ke4 52. Rh3 e5 53. Rh4+ 
КЕЗ 54.Rh34 Kf4 55. Rh4+ 
КІЗ 56. Еһ5 КІ4 57. Rh2 





КГЗ 58. ЕҺ8 КІМ 59) 
Ке4 60. Кс2 Bd3+ 6l 
Kd4 62.Е48- Кс3 6 
е4 64. 65 аһ5 65. аһ! 
66. Rxe4 Draw 


Sokolov - Spragpe 
15 Min. Game (2) 
Caro-Kann Defense 

1.е4 сө 2.44 45 3.N 
4. Nxe4. Nd7 5. Ng5 | 
6. Bd3 e6 7. NIf3 Ве7! 
һ6 9. Ме4 Мхе4 10.0) 
11. 0-0 сд4 12. М | 
13. BbS+ Bd7 14.0е< 
15. Bxd7+ Qxd7 16. КІ! 
17. g3 Rd8 18. Bf4 Qi 
c3 0-0 20. b4 Nd7 1 
№6 22. а5 Qa7 23. Br) 
24. Bb6 Qb8 = 25. Nf5! 
26. Qxe7 Rxc3? 27.0% 
28. Bd4 Rc6 29. 0/4! 
20. Васі Ме4 31. Вхсб 
32. f3 Ng5 


» ло ч о 


33.Bc3?? Nh3+ 


0:1 

The bulletin was generated 
database progam Chess 
on Atari ST computer wi 
Signum document proces 
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Monterey Coast Classic March 5 - 6 1988 
Report by Ted Yudacufski 


Thirty-four players participated in 
this 4 - round, two division tour- 
nament at the Monterey Chess 
Center in Montercy, California. 

Ted Yudacufski, assisted by 
daughter Daria, were tournament 
directors. 


More than half of the players 
competed in the very strong 
Open/A Division. Fourteen 
players, including six masters, 
were rated over 2000. Will 
Wharton (2353) of Santa Cruz 
and Richard Koepcke (2243) Mt. 
View tied for overall first place 
with scores of 31/2 - 1/2. Thesc 
players shared $200.00 prize 
money and Wharton won the tro- 
phy on tie-break. 


Very notable was the perfor- 
mance of two of the top women 
chess players in the United 
States, both rated experts, Vera 
Frenkel (2075) of Scaside, and 
Liz Neely (2124) of Santa Cruz. 

Vera Frenkel played very impres- 
sive chess throughout the tourna- 
ment which included wins over 
masters. She defeated David 
Blohm (2285) of Pleasant Hill in 
the first round, and Tom Nelson 

(2211) of Marina in the second. 

In round thrce she lost a closc 
game to Renard Anderson (2301) 
of Aptos. In the last round Vcra 
lost an exciting game to Liz Nec- 
ly, who thereby scored three wins 


to tic for third place with Filipp 
Frenkel (2300) of Seaside, and Iz- 
rail Rabinovich (2194) of Pacific 
Grove. These players shared 
$60.00. 


The B/C Division was won by 
Maroth DeMarothy (1761) of 
Los Gatos. He scored 3 1/2 - 1/2 
to win the $50.00 plus trophy. 
Alfred Hansen (1749) of Hillsbo- 
rough and Tom Moschetti (1649) 
of Aptos tied for second place 
with 3-1 scores and won $25.00 
each. The Class C winners were 
Mike Harrington (1553) Santa 
Cruz and Darwyn Dave (1532) 
Presidio of Monterey scoring 2 
1/2 - 1 1/2 each. Tim Korotyu- 
kov of Monterey easily won the 
D/UNR Division with a score of 
3-1. His prize was $25.00 plus 
trophy. Michael Bennett of Cap- 
itola and Anthony Fitzgerald of 
the Presidio of Montercy shared 
the Unrated prize with scores of 
2-2. 


Monterey chess expert Carlos 
Solis has selected the following 
games as leading contenders for 
the Best Game award in both di- 
visions: Open/A Division - Vera 
Frenkel's win over Tom Nelson, 
Richard Kocpcke's win over Da- 
vid Blohm; B/C D/UNR Divi- 
ston - Jason Martinez (Salinas) 
win over Charles Domac, Mike 


Harrington's win over Darwyn 
Dave, and Tim Korotyukov's win 
over Marcus D. Najera. During 
thc tournament, Tom Moschetti 
put on an interesting display ol 
the new chess sets he is currently 
making. These are dic-cast of a 
Ісай alloy, pleasingly heavy to 
the touch, and beautifully hand- 
painted by Tom. There arc at 
least six different chess sets in 
the collection, and they are very 
reasonably priced. 


Here arc some sample games: 


J. Martinez - C. Domac 


1.44 06 2. МЗ М6 3. Вр5 
h6 4.Bxf6 ef6 5.c4 Bc7 6. 
Bd3 Bg4 7.Nbd2 Nc6 8.c3 
d5 9. Ос2 0-0 10. 0-0 Веб 


ІІ. Кесі аб 12.a4 Rb8 13. 
МП Вр4 14. М342 Ма7 15. 
b4 de4 16. Мхе4 Веб 17. Мс5 
Bxc5 18.dc5 Kh8 19. Мр3 
c6 20. Кай! Ос8 21. МІ5 
Ос7 22. М46 Мс8 27. Bf5 
Вх(5 24.Qxf5 Ne7 25.Qh3 
Nd5 26. Re4 Ne7 27. a5 
Ng6 28. Rd3 Ne5 29. Rg3 
Ng6 30 Qg4 Rg8 31. h4 
Rd8 32. МІ5 Ме5 33. Qh5 


Kh7 34. Rxg7+ Rxg7 35. 
Qxh64 1:0 








V. Frenkel - T. Nelson 
l.e4 c5 2.f4 e6 3. NT3 45 
4. Nc NÍG6 5. BbS+ Bd7 6. 
Bd7+ Nbd7 7.e5 Ng8 8.0-0 
Nh6 9.d3 Nf5 10. Bd2 h5 
11. Qe1 Qb6 12. Khi h4 
13.Na4 Qc6 14.Ь3 Ве? 15. 
Nc3 0-0-0 16.а4 КЬ8 17. 
Nb5 Rh5 18. Rf2 Rdh8 19. 
Kgl аб 20.Na3 f6 21. с4 
d4 22.b4 cb4 23. Bb4 NcS 
24. Qe2 МЫЗ 25. Be7 Nal 
26. ef5. gf5 27. Bf6 R8h7 
28. QD2 Qa4 29.Qal Qb3 
30. BeS+ Ka8 31. Nb5. Qd3 
32. Nc7 Ka7 33. NbS Ka8 
34. QaS Qc4 35. Qd8 

1:0 


R. Koepcke - D. Blohm 
(2243) (2285) 

Slav Defense 

1.44 45 2.с4 сө 3.NB 
МІ6 4. Мс3 4с4 5.Ме5 ВІ5 
6.f3 e6 7.e4 Bg6 8. Bxc4 
Be7 9.Be3 0-0 10.14 Ь5 
11. Bb3 Qc8 12.g4 h6 13. 
Nxg6 fg6 14. Qd3 Nh7 15. 
fA Bb4 16.f5 giS 17. gf5 
Kh8 18. Bxe6 Qb7 19. 0-0-0 
a5 20. Ne2 Rd8 21. NfÍA Nf8 
22. Rdg] Nbd7 23. Qe2 NÍ6 
24. е5 №5 25. 16 Nxe6 
26. Nxe6 gf6 27. Nxd8 Rxd8 
28. Bxh6 Bf8 29. Bxf8 Rxf8 
30. Qh5« Qh7 31. Qxh7+ 
Kxh7 32.h5 fe6 32.4е6 КЕ5 
34, еб МІ4 35. e7 Ке5 36. 
Rel Nd34 37. Kd2 

1:0 


№. Calif. 


LERA Tournament 
February 1988 


White: Bill Chesney 
Black: Mike Arné 


l.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.edS cd5 
4.с4 М(6 5.Nc3 e6 6.Nf3 
Ве7 7.с5 0-0 8.Bd3 b6 9. 
b4 a5 10. Na4 Nbd7 11. Bf4 
abd 12.c6 Nc5 13.dc5 bc5 
14. c7 Qe8 15. Nb6 Ra3 

16. Мхс8 Охс8 17. 0-0 Ne8 

18. Ме5 Bd6 19. Rci Qxc7 

20. Rel f6 21. Qh5 рб 22. 
Nxg6 hg6 23. Bxg6 Bxf4 

24. Rxc5. Qg7 25. Bxe8 Rxa2 
26. Rxd5 Bxh2* 27. Kxh2 
Rxf2 28. Bf7* Rxf7 29. 
Rd84 Rf8 30. Rxf8+ 

1:0 


White: Mark Piper (1795) 
Black: A. Simpson (1572) 
Philidors Defense 


l.e4 е5 2.Nf3 d6 3.44 f5 
(This move is not covered by 
Craig Mar in his article on page 
of this issue) 4. ef5 е4 5. 
Мр5 45 6. 0һ5- рб 7.fg6 
Nf6 8. g7+ Nxh5 9. gh8(Q) 

1:0 





Splinters 


And here is an other ve 
sion of this variatio 
supplied by Richard Sho 
man: 

Players: unknown 


l.e4 e5 2. N3 6 3.d4 f 
4. de5 (е4 5.Ng5 d5 6. 
Bc5 7. Nxe4 Bb6 B8. Bg 
Ме? 9. Qh5+ g6 10. Nit 
Kf8 11. Bh6 mate 


Sacramento Sectional 
1988 
White: Gagnon (1940) 
Black: Nelson (2185) 
Smith Morra Gambit 


1.е4 сӛ 2.44 с44 3.c3 Ni 
4.e5 М45 5.с44 46 6.М 
Nc6 7.Bc4 Nb6 8.Bb5 di 
9. h3 a6 10. Bxc6* bc6 || 
0-0 e6 12.b3 Be7 13. Bal 
0-0 14. 042 a5 15. Вхе 
Qxe7 16. Rci Bb7 17.4 
Rfc8 18. Rc5 Qd8 19, № 
Nd7 20. Rc3 Qe7 21.0! 
c5 22.dc5 Мхс5 23. Qe 
Ne4 24. Rxc8+ Rxc8 7 
Qb6 Qb4 26. NbS Ba8 7 
Nfd4 Qd2 28. Rfl Rf& 7 
Nd6 Nc3 30. МЗ Ne2+ 1 
Khi 043 32. Qb5 Qc2 7 
Ng5 44 34. Qd7 Ng3+ 3 
Kgl Nxfl 36. Ndxf7 Qf 
37. Nh6+ Kh8 38. Ngf7+ 
1:0 
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San Jose Action Chess 


Some people complain that al- 
though they love to play chess 
they just can't justify spending 
two weckend days to play just 
four rated games. They should 
have been at the San Jose Action 
Chess Championship held at the 
Santa Clara Valley Blind Center 
on February 27, 1988. There 
they would have played 6 rounds 
of chess and been done for the 
day by 8pm. Yes, these were rat- 
ed games, and although there 
were a few chess players who 
worried about their ratings in 
such a fast time control tourna- 
ment, 60 players came out to 
have some chess fun any way, in- 
cluding seven people who joined 
the USCF at the tournament site! 
Perhaps Action Chess is a good 
way to encourage more pcople to 
play in tournaments. 


Five masters completed in the 
one section tourney, including 
IM Cris Ramayrat. Thirteen ex- 
perts struggled for the under 2200 
prizes. Perhaps the most signifi- 
cant group of players were those 
with ratings under 1400. Five 
"D" class players and nine unrat- 
ed players competed also. 


The original prize fund was 
$640, but the turnout was so 
good that I raised the prize fund 
to $770 by adding more money 
to the expert and "D" prize 
groups and crcating new prizes 
for the unrated section where 


there were no prizes advertised. 


For those who have never seen 
action chess in person, it really 
does make for some exciting 
spectating. For me, the most en- 
joyable game was in round 5 
when IM Ramayrat was essaying 
the white pieces against Senior 
Master Gustavo Darcy. The 
game started more or less sedate- 
ly, with each contestant taking 
the same amount of time on their 
clock. Then with less than 5 
minutes remaining the tempo 
gradually picked up with hands 
flying across the board and the 
clock trembling from the repeated 
blows. When Darcy finally re- 
signed both contestants and spec- 
tators finally exhaled. 


IM Ramayrat swept the rounds 
and scored 6/6 and took home 
$100. SM Darcy recovered from 
his single defeat and scored 5/6 to 
win $60. Expert Peter Thiel was 
the only other 5/6 scorer and opt- 
ed to take the first expert prize of 
$80. 


Five other masters and experts 
split up the remaining open and 
expert prizes by scoring 4.5/6 
and took home $20 each. 


Class A player Neil Regan, who 
entered the tournament saying 
that opponents would be hard 
pressed to refute his cheapos over 


Report by Matthew Haws 


the board in a Game/30 format, 
performed well enough to tie for 
first place with Don Tiffin of 
Modesto with a score of 4/6 and 
a prize of $50 each. 


The B section honors went to 
Andrew Cook who also scored 4/ 
6 and waltzed away with $60. 
The remaining $40 was split 3 
ways by three B players who 
scored 3/6. 


The C section was the scene of 
yet another tie with John Mead- 
ows and Mike Harrington divid- 
ing the $100 prize with each oth- 
ег. 


The most hilarious result came 
from the D class players, all five 
of whom scored 2/6. They all 
went home $12 richer. Finally, 
the unrated section winners crcat- 
ed a five way tie by scoring 3/6 
and divided up $70 to take home 
$14 cach. 


In conclusion, it seems almost 
everybody had an enjoyable time, 
but two contestants had a valid 
criticism. Players Gilbert Cham- 
bers and Pascal Baudry both not- 
ed the unfairness of playing oth- 
ers with rating 400 or more 
points above or below you. The 
results are predictable (with an 
occasional upset) and if you hap- 
pen to have a bad day, your rat- 
ing could end up in the toilet. 
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These points are noted and I 
promise the next San Jose Ac- 
tion Chess tourney will have two 
scctions in order to minimize the 
ratings differential inherent in a 
single section open. Many 
thanks to Richard Koepcke for 
his directorial talents during the 
event. 


Stay tuned for the next Action 
chess Championship, which will 
hopefully be held in June, and 
Ксер on the lookout for the 2nd 
San Jose Master/Expert open to 
bc hcld in July. 








Empire Chess Club 
December Quad 


Winner: Donald Urquhart 
(2137) 3 points 

Second: Gary Smith 
(2028) 2 points 
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Help wanted: 


Anyone able to contribute to any 
of the subsections listed on page 
2 of the magazine should contact 
the subsection editor. 


The position of General editor is 
still open. For $ 40 per month 
the editor (preferably living near- 
by) should function as a coordi- 
nator and solicitor of material 
among the subsection editors. 
Pay increases if circulation in- 
creases. 


More IN}. 


LERA Brilliancy Prizes: 


White: M. Gagnon (1940) 
Black: G. Schabacker 
(2062) 
1.е4 46 2.44 №6 3. №3 
g6 4.Be3 Bg7 5.f3 c6 6. 
Qd2 bS 7.23 Qa5 8. Nge2 
Nbd7 29.g4 Nb6 10. Ng3 
Rb8 11.b4 Qa6 12.g5 Nfd7 
13. fd Nc4 14. Bxc4 bc4 
15. Kf2 Qb6 16.Һ4 c5 17. 
bc5 dc5 18. Nd5 Qc6 19. h5 
cdd 20. Bxd4 eS 21. h6 
Bxh6 22.feS Bg7 23. Nf6« 
Nxf6 24.ef6 Bf8 25.Rabl 
Ехмі 26. Rxbl Bxa3 27. 
Qa5 Bd6 28. Bxa7 0-0 29. 
еб Вс7 30. Bb6 Bxb6 31. 
Rxb6 Qc7 32. Ne4 BES 33. 
Nd6 Вхс2 34. ОМ Оа7 35. 
Kg3 Bd3 36.Nxf7 Qxf7 37. 
Rb7 Qe8 38.e6 Qc8 39. 
Rg7+ Kh8 40. Rxh74 1:0 


A-section, Lewis - Ford 

1.44 45 2.с4 Nc6 3. Nf3 
Bg4 4.cd Bxf3 5. gf3 Qxd5 
6.е3 eS 7.Nc3 Bb4 8.33 
Bxc3+ 9.bc3 ed 10.cd Nge7 
11. Rg1 0-0 12. Bb2 Rad8 
13. Bd3 Ng6 14. f4 Nce7 
15. Rcl Nh4 16. е4 Qa5+ 
17. Kf1 fS 18.d5 Nhg6 19. 
h4 fe 20. Bc4 Rxf4 21. h5 
Rdf8 22. Rc2 Nf5 23. Qel 
Ос5 24. Кр2 Rg4+ 25. Khl 
Rh4+ 
Qxe4 Rg5+ 28. Khi RhS+ 


Calit. 


26. Kg2 . Rxh5. . 27. 





Splinters 


29. Кр2 Kh8 30. Bd3 Qd6 
31. Rh1 Rg5+ 32. Kh3 Rg} 

33. Kh2 Rg4+ 34.f4 Rxf4 
35. Qe6 Rf2* 0:1 


p / € Class 
White: Rick Kiger (1782) 
Black: L. Trottier (1570) 


1.d4 e5 2.de5 Nc6 3.Nf 
(6 4.ef6 Nxf6 5. Bg5 h6 
6.Bh4 g5 7.Bg3 d6 8. е3 
Bg7 9.Nc3 Bg4 10. Вс4 
Qe7 11. Qd2 0-0-0 12. 0-0-0 
Na5 13.Nd5 Nxd5 14. Bxd5 
b6 15.Qd3 c6 16. Bb3 06 
17. c3. Nxb34 18. ab3 Bxf3 
19. gf3 Qxf3 20. Bxd6 ВІВ 
21. Qa6+ Kd7 22. Bxf8+ Keg 
23. Rxd8+ Kxd8 24. Rdl+ 
Ke8 25. Qc8+ Kf7 26. Qc7+ 
Крб 27. Ор7%а Кһ5 28. 
Qxh8 Qxf2 29. Охһб+ Кр4 
30. h3+ 1:0 


Honorable Mention 


White: 
(2268) 
Black: 
(2540) 
Sicilian 


Alan LaVergne 


Cris Ramayrat 


Defense 

1. е4 с5 2. №3 6 3. 04 сй 
4. М4 №6 5. №3 аб 6. Bc 
еб 7.Ве3 МҺ47 8.14 Qc? 
9.0-0 b5 10. Bf3 Bb7 


continued on page 21 
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The Philidor is a cousin of such 
defenses as the King's Indian, the 
Breyer Lopez, and thc Pirc. One 
can sce the Philidor does not al- 
low White a three pawn center as 
in the Austrian Attack and denies 
White the possibility of setting 
up a flexible center with c3-d4 as 
in the Ruy Lopez. In the North- 
ern California area, only masters 
Fritzinger, Mar, and Stearns have 
taken it seriously. Alekhine, Pe- 
trosian, and Tal have played it 
sporadically. Why then isn't the 
Philidor seen much? 


The Philidor is sound, dynamic, 
and unexplored. There are advan- 
tages to playing an obscure open- 
ing. The opponent is taken out 
of home territory and into your 
hands. Having a succession of 
obscure openings gives the 
player a nice array of theoretical 
weapons to disarm the "book" 
opponent. 


The main line is 1. e4 e5 
2. МЗ 46 3.44 М6 4. 
Nc3 Nbd7 5. Bc4 Ве? 
6. 0-0 0-0. Black sets up a 
"wall" through which he hopes 
nothing can penetrate. One of 
White's prime targets is the f5 
square which begs for a knight to 
occupy. It will be seen that 
Black has fully adequate defenses 
at his disposal, however, 

1. е4 е5 

2. Nf3 d6 


3. 44 


|» illie or 


3. Bc4 is a good alternative. 
De. sea Nf6! 

If Black is playing for a win, this 
is his best try. Bad is 3. ..Nd7?! 
4. Вс4 с6! 5. №3 Ве7 6. de 
de 7. Ng5! when Black must 
give White a good ending with 7. 
.Bxg5 8. Qh5! or face an at- 
tack with 7. ..Nh6 8. Меб!! Ге 
9. Bxh6 Nb6! 10. QhS+ Kf8 
11. Bb3 gh 12. Rdl 


Also worthy of attention is the 
old 3. ..ed, although 4. Qxd4 
forces Black on the defensive: 4. 
... Nc6 5.Bb5 Bd7 6. Bc6 
Bc6 7.Nc3 NÍ6 8.Bg5 Be7 
9. 0-0-0 0-0 10. Rhel. It 
may be here that the enterprising 
player with Black would find it 
hard to play for a win. The only 
reasonable line would be 4. .... 
МІ6 5.e5 Nfd7!? an interest- 
ing attempt to gain time by kick- 
ing the queen at the expense of 
the pawn structure. This line is 
largely unexplored, but deserves 
attention. 
4. Nc3 ^ 

This is the normal move but 4. 
de Ne4 5. Qd5! is an attacking 
line which is far from easy to 
meet. Black plays 5....Nc5 6. 
Bg5! It's interesting to notice 
that the book move for Black is 
6. ... Qd7?! which probably los- 
es, because of 7. ed Bd6 8. Nc3 
0-0 9. 0-0-0 Ор4 10. МЬ5 
Веб 1l. Qd4 and Black has 
good losing chances and he can- 


2 i es 
ТОМІ) by єм Craig 


not win. The moves 6. Bg5 
Be7! 7.ed cd! are Black's only 
possibilities here, which hold 
White to a slight edge. 4, de is 
one of White's best lines against 
the Philidor. 

4. Nbd7 
5. Вс4 Ве7 
This is an important fork in the 
road for White. He has three 
possibilities here: A) 6. Ng5; 
B) 6. de and C) 6. 0-0 . 
A) 

6. Ng5 
White reacts over-aggressively. 
This line hasn't worked well in 
practice. In Schuster (2113) - 
Mar '83, Pasadena, White got 
crushed after 6. NgS 0-0 7. 
Bf7* Rf7 8. Меб Ое8 9. 
Nc7 Qd8 10. Na8 bS! 11. 
Nxb5 Qa5+ 12. Мс3 Мхед 
13. 0-0 Nxc3 14. bc Bb7 15. 
de NeS 16. Be3? Nf3+! 17. 
Khi Qe5 0-1. More sensible, 
instead of White's 11. Nb5? is 
11. 0-0 or 11. de NeS 12. 0-0 
Bd7 and White has material al- 
though Black's middle-game 
prospects are good. 
B) 

6. de Pes 
This move sets a trap, for if 6. 
.. de then 7. Bf7+ КІ? 8. 
Ng5* Kg8 9.Меб Ое8 10. 
Nc7 Qg6 11.Na8 Qg2 12. 
ЕГІ is a clear edge for White 
(deFirmian-Flacco, Berkeley). 
But 6. ... Ne5! is solid for Black 
and the fun is over. 
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С) 

6. 0-0 $5 

This is White's best hope for 

positional advantage. 

6L 5S 0-0 

7. Qe2 
This is White's normal move 
here, a waiting move which de- 
vclops the Qucen. 

А гие сб 
Black "cuts" down on the scope 
of the White knight on c3 and 
prepares the queen's development. 

8. a4 БА» 
White's best try because Black 
threatened 8. ... b5 a valuable 
space gaining maneuver with 
easy equality. Now White threat- 
ens the subtle 9. a5 getting in a 
qucen-side squeeze. 

B gues a5 
Black stakes out territory in this 
manncr, now the b4 and c5 
squares are convenient nesting 
spots for Black's pieces. 


Black can try to inject dynamism 
into the position with 8. ... ed 
9. Nd4. The position is the one 
where Black has a fluid mass (d5 
is in the air) in the center, instead 
of the solid structure which arises 
after 8. ... a5 9. de de. The po- 
sitions which arise lead to sharp 
play for both sides. 


M. Sullivan - Fritzinger '79 
Masson continued 9. ... Re8 
10. Ва2 Bf8 11. Qf3 Ne5 
12. Od! Ng6 13. Rel Bg4 
14. f3 Bd7 15.Be3 Qc7 16. 
Qd2 h6 17.Qf2 Re5 18. 


Qg3 d5!? 19.ed Bd6 20. f4 
Rg5 21.Q(f2 BI 22. Nf3 
№4 23. В4 М(4 24. 042 
Rg6 25. Khl са 26. №5 
Ngo a Zi BUN 606 5 065704 
Rad8 29. Rad! R3d6 30. 


Qf4?? 0: Lat move 36. 

Grefe - Najdorf, Lone Pine, con- 
tinued in a sharp vein, with 8. a4 
Qc7 9.h3 de 10. Nd4 Re8 
11. Bf4 Ne5 12. Bb3 Nfd7 
13. Rad! Bf8 14. Bcl Nc5 
15. Ва2 5 16. #4 Ned7 17. 
eS Nb6 18. а5 М347 19. 
Qh5 Ne6 and White won with 
a brilliant attack 1: 0. 

E. Burris - Mar '79 went 8. a4 
ed 9. Nd4 Reg 10. f3? d5! 
11, Ва2 ОҺ6 12.Rdl de 13. 
Khl Bc5 14.a5 Qc7 15. 
Bg5 Bd4 16. Rd4 QeS 17. 
Ос4 Ор5 18. ОҒ?» КҺ8 19. 
Ne4 Qe5 20. Rad] Qe7 1:0 
in 99 moves. 


So Black can try 
А) 8. ... a5 
the solid move, 
B) 8. ... ed 
the double-edged move, or 
С) 8. ... Qe8?! 
the provacative move. 


Other possibilities after 6. 0-0 
0-0: 

deFirmian - Fritzinger '78 Mas- 
son saw 7.a4 сб 8.Bb3 Qe8 
(a truly Fritzidorian Maneuver). 
9. Rel Bd8 10.a5 Bc7 11. 
Bg5 h6 12. Bh4 Qd8 13.d5 
g5 with chances for both sides. 





P. Whitehead - Fritzinger 7 
went 7.h3!? c6 8.a4 Qd 
9.Rel Bd8 10.235 Вст 
d5! 048 12.а6 МЬ6 13) 
Bb7 14. дс Всб 15. Bbi 
047 16. Всб Qc6 17. hp 
White is better and went оп! 
win in attacking style. 17. 
Nfd7 18. Qd3 Nc5 19. Qb 
Qb7 20. Radi a6 21. Qu 
Rfb8 22.Ne5 f6 23. Bf6! 4 
24. QbS gf 25. Ng4 Kgl 
26. Nf6l! Kf6 27. e5+ КП 
28.ed Rg8 29. Re7+ КЇЙ 
30. Ме4 Nd5 31. Qc5 Ne 
32. de- Kg7 33. Qd4+ Khé 
34. Qf6+ Rg6 35. Qf8« Khi 
36. e8(Q) Qe4 37. QeA Rfi 
38.Qe7 1:0 


White's other try for advantay 
after 6. 0-0 0-0 7. Qe2 c6 1 
a4 a5 is the solid 9. де дес 
ther here or any time later, bi 
Black has demonstrated that h 
can equalize. 

Stein - Petrosian '71 went 7. a 
сб 8.a5!? h6 9. Ba2 Rei 
10, де de 11. Qe2 Bf8 1) 
Rd! Qc7 13. Nh4! М№с5 И 
NfS Kh7 15. Qf3 Ng8 lí 
04 М№еб 17. ВЬІ рб 18. № 
Вр7 19. №4 №4 20. Qi 
Rd8 and Black is equal. 

The only drawback to these line 
from the Black player's view 
point might be that these solii 
positions are hard to win from. 
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CONCLUSION: The 
Philidor is more active than 
its reputation. To get the 
edge, White should definite- 
ly investigate 4. de lines. In 
normal lines with 4. Nc3 
Nbd7 5.Вс4 Ве7 6.0-0 
0-0 7. Qe2 the 9. de lines 
usually peter out to nothing- 
ness. Іп these normal lines, 
White should avoid Bg5 as 
in the deFirmian - Fritzinger 
game. If Black is striving to 
play an enterprising game, 
that is, win against a lower 
rated player, the variations 
where Black exchanges 
with 8. ... ed can be highly 
recommended. These posi- 
tions are of a complicated 
nature with chances for both 
sides. 


Supplemental Games: 
L.Stolyarov  (2420)- 
Fritzinger 

1.е4 е5 2. МЗ а6 3. 44 
М6 4. №3 Nbd7 5. 
Вс4 Ве? 6. 0-0 0-0 7. 


. Qe2 c6 8. а4 Ос7 9. ҺЗ 


һб 10. Ва! Ве$ 11. а5 
ed 12. Nd4 Bf8 13. Bf4 
№5 14.f3 Ne6 15. Be6 
Веб 16. Меб Веб 17. 
Qc4 Rc8 18. КҺІ b5 


19. ab Qb6 20. Qd3 Rc7 
21. Ne2 Rb7 22. b3 d5 
23. Каб ОҒ? 24.е5 Мһ5 
296812 8Ве5 -26 Raal 
Rbe7 27. RfI Qh4 28. 


f4 g5 29.45 Ве5 30. 
Без Кез.21, ОП Ке? 
32. f6 g4 

0 : 1 


M. Anderson (1850) - 
C. Mar 


l.e4 e5 2. Nf3 d6 3.44 


МІ6 4. Nc3 Nbd7 5. 
Вс4 Ве7 6.Ng5 0-0 7. 
Bf7 Rf7 8.Ne6 Qe8 9. 
Мс7 048 10. Ма8 b5 

11.е4 ед 12, М45 В46 

13. Bg5 Bb7 14. N8b6 
ab 15.0-0 Bd5 16. Qd5 
BC, 17,553. 54.2. 18. 
Radl Qa8 19. Bf6 Nf6 

20. Qd8 Rf8 21. Qc7 
Qe4 22. Rd8. Rd8 23. 
Od8 Kf7 24.Rdl Bf2« 

25. Ы.Т” 182 5 ger 
move 37 


J. Grefe - Fritzinger '81 
Bagby 

l.e4 e5 2. Nf3 d6 3.d4 
МІ6 4. Мс3 Nbd7 5. 
Вс4 Ве7 6.0-0 0-0 7. 
a4 c6 8.Ba2 Qc7 9. 
Qe2 a5 10.Rdl һб 1l. 
n> b6 12, de de .-43. 
Nh4 Nc5 14. Ng6 Re8 

15. fA Be6 16. Ne7 Qe7 
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17. fe Nfd7 18. Be6 Ne6 
and in this equal position 
they agreed to a draw. 


Grefe - Najdorf '76 Lone 
Pine 
|.е e5 2 Nf 40 73744 
Nf6 4. Nc3 Nbd7 5. 
Вс4 Ве7 6.0-0 0-0 7. 
Qe2 c6 8.a4 Qc7 9.Һ3 
edd 10. Nd4 Re8 ІІ. 
Bf4 Ne5 12. Bb3 Nfd7 
13. Radl Bf8 14. Всі 
Nc5 15. Ba2 d5! 106. f4 
Ned7 17.e5 Nb6 18.35 
Nbd7 19.Qh5 Ne6 20. 
NfÍ5 Qa5 21. Rf3 Nb6 
22. RES "po 23. Ond 
Na4? 24. Rd5! Qb6+! 
25. Be3 Qb4? 26. Rb5!! 
Nc3 27.Rb4 Ne2 28. 
Kh2 Ng3 29. Qg3 Bb4 
30. Nh6 Kh8 31.f5 Nd8 
32. fg fg 33. Qf4 Bf8 
34. Nf7? Nf7 35. Qf7 Веб 
36. Веб Bg7 37. Bd4 
Rad8 38. Bc3 b5 39. 
Bd7 Rf8 40. Qe7 
1:0 
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OUT OF THE PAST IN CALIFORNIA CHESS 


by Guthrie McClain ( Editor, The California Chess Reporter, 1951 - 1976) 


A.]. Fink 1890-1956 

Adolph J. Fink of San 
Francisco was an internationally- 
known problem composer. Dur- 
ing his lifctime he had more than 
опе thousand chess problems 
published and won approximately 
one hundred prizes. He was also 
one of the top over-the-board 
chessplayers at the Mechanics’ 
Institute for many years. He won 
the California State Chess 
Championship in 1922, 1928, 
and 1929, tied for first in 1945, 
and finished in second place in 
1923, 1925, 1926 and 1948 
(tied). 

In 1923 the Western Chess 
Association tournament was held 
in San Francisco; it was agreed 
that the top player from Califor- 
nia would be declared the State 
Champion, and Stasch Mlotkow- 
ski of Los Angeles tied for first 
place with Norman T. Whitaker 
of Washington, D.C. Fink was 
fourth, behind Samuel Factor of 
Chicago, with a score of 7-4. * 
In 1932, when Pasadena held an 
international chess tournament, 
the same rule was in effect. Fink 
scored 3 - 8, a creditable score 
against players like Alekhine, 
Kashdan, Dake, 


Reshevsky, Fine, Factor and so 
forth, but he finished in last 
place. 


On December 19, 1918, the 
Good Companion Chess Prob- 
lem Club, International, meeting 
in Philadelphia, published a 
greeting to the British Chess 
Problem Society on the occa- 
sion of its founding. A. J. Fink, 
just returning from France as a 
Captain U. S. Army, signed this 
proclamation as Vice-President of 
the club. When the Good Com- 
panions met officially in Chica- 
go on October 25-26, 1986, al- 
most sixty-eight years later, they 
decided to publish the proceed- 
ings in a Commemorative dedi- 
cated to the memory of A. J. 
Fink. Accordingly, sixteen 
members of The Good Compan- 
ions provided an assortment of 
problems, and they were pub- 
lished, together with an account 
of the proceedings of the "First 
Congress of the Good Compan- 
ions Society " by the Mechanics' 
Institute. 


A. J. Fink was an end-game 
expert, as most problemists are. 
He served as adjudication expert 
for all tournaments and team 


matches for many years. "Send 
it to Fink" was the way to settle 
the argument - whether in Sacra. 
mento or Eureka or San Francis. 
co. He never required payment 
and, as far as we know, never * 
made a mistake in his decisions. 


He was a loyal team player 
who would go wherever his team 
had scheduled a match. He wasa 
little spoiled, however, as were . 
most of the players in the Me. 
chanics’ Institute Chess Club, by 
the use of the clubrooms at 57 
Post Street for most of their 
games. One day my secretary an- 
nounced "There's a chessplayer 
who wants to see you." I told her 
to send the chessplayer in. It was ' 
Fink. "You live in Oakland, 
don't you?" he asked. " The tcam 
has a match in Oakland next Sat- 
urday and I want to know how to 
get there." I suppressed my 
laughter while I explained that 
every day about twenty thousand 
people cross the Bay to and from 
work, either by train or ferryboat, 
bus, or automobile, and that | 
didn't see ant problem. "I don't 
mean that kind of a trip,” he ex- 
plained. "I want to go over there 
early, get settled in a hotel, and 
see something of the town. I'll 


* Jt may interest the reader to know that Samuel Factor was the uncle of Max Factor of 
Hollywood, the celebrated make-up expert, and that Norman T. Whitaker was the mysteri- 
ous Mr. Fox of the Lindbergh kidnapping, who sued the USCF for saying so. 
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һауе а lady with me, and we will 
stay over the day after the match 
and have a good dinncr somc- 
where. Tell me, McClain - are 
there any hotels in Oakland?" | 
was able to reassure Fink on 
these scores, and he went ahead 
and played in the team match. 1 
never learned however, how 
Fink's Safari to Oakland came 
out. 


The following game was 
published in the column The 
Chess Player , by Dr. H. J. Rals- 
ton,in The Argonaut for Feb- 
ruary 8, 1952. It was played in a 
team match between Mechanics’ 
Institute and the Oakland Chess 
Club on December 15, 1951. 


White: A. J. Fink 
Black: Roger Smook 
Sicilian Defense 


1. е4 c5 
2. Nf3 Nc6 
3. d4 cH 
4. Nxd4 Мб 
5. Ме3 46 
6. Вс4 еб 
7. 0-0 a6 
8. Be3 Qc7 
9. Bb3 Be7 
10. ОЗ 0-0 
11. Radl Rd8 
12. h3 Ва? 


13. Ор3 b5 
14. a3 Ne& 
15. Bg5 Вхр5 
16. Охр5 Rab8 
17. Rfel Na5 
18. Rd3 Nc4 
19. Rf3 Qc5 
20. Qc7 à 
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Zu. Nf6 


If 20. ... Ne5 21. Rxf7 Nxf7 
22.Вхеб Вхеб 23. Мхеб.... 


21. Rxf6 gf6 
22. e5 [5 
23. Bxc4 bc4 
24. Ne4! fe4 
25. RxeA Qxe5 
26. Ехе5 de5 
27. Nf3 h6 
28. Nxe5 Be8 
29. Ng4 Rd5 
30. Nf64 1:0 


For if Kg7 31. Nxd5 ed5 32. 
Ос5- 
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News from the 
Kolty Chess Club 


Results of the Class Champion- 
ships Fcb. 17 - March 23 

5 sections, 88 players 

Master / Expert 

Ist Gabricl Sanchez and Lec 
Corbin 4 points and $ 13 cach 
"A" Ist David Swaddel 4 1/2 
points, $25 

"В" Ist place tie Greg Carl- 
son, Donald Harris, and Robert 
Peterson 4 points and $ 9 

"C" Ist Philipp Herz 4 1/2 


. points $ 25 Ist Jon Whitworth 


4 1/2 points $ 25 . 
All winners also won a trophy. 


The Club is publishing an infor- 
mation booklet about all impor- 
tant club rules and a tournament 
calendar. It also has a map to let 
you know how to get there. 

If you are interested call Pat 
Mayntz at (408) 371-2290. 

The next tournament in May. 


Instructional Video 
Tape for beginners 

The USCF is making a half-hour 
video tape available this summer. 


Intended for general audience, it 
will introduce to the beginner the 
names of the pieces, how they 
move, and how to checkmate. It 
will also offer tips on basic strat- 
egy. So, if you like to make 
chess a more popular sport in the 
United States you can use it at the 
chess club to get new members. 
Write to USCF, 186 Rt. 9W, New 
Windsor NY 12550 or call (914) 
562-8350 


м Паттайя т ж n ан 


tret p eut n cum e ut эе 
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6-Way Tie for First at 1988 National Open 


Grandmasters Mikhail Tal, Ser- 
gcy Kudrin, and Leonid Shamko- 
vich, International Masters James 
Rizzitano and Calvin Blocker, 
and FIDE Master Michael Brooks 
scored 5-1/2-1/2 to share top 
honors at this year's National 
Open. Each player earned 
$1,416.67 as his share of the to- 
tal $16,000 prize fund. 

FM Brooks is the winner on tie- 
breaks of the prestigious Ed- 
mondson Cup, which is awarded 
in honor of Colonel Ed Edmond- 
son, former President and Execu- 
tive Director of *he USCF. For 
Brooks, this is his first major 
tournament victory. 


Three players tied for first in the 
National Open Reserve section 
with perfect scores of 6-0. The 
winners were Imre Deli, Frank 
Fullmer, and Edsel Pena. Deli 
and Pena won $850 each while 
Fullmer, an Unrated player, won 
$200. 


Paul Berland scored 5-1 to win 
the best High School player prize 
on tiebreak. 8th Grader Ari Spi- 
ro was the top Grade School 
player, scoring 4 1/2- 1 1/2. The 
Reserve Section Upset prize went 
to Vince Pinkus for his victory 
over Al Goldensoph, a 414 point 
spread. 


A total of 700 players participat- 
ed. 


in Chicago 


W: Alan Losoff (1954) 

D: Howard Stern (2109) 
Round 5 

l.e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bc4 
Bc5 4.c3 NÍ6 5. d4 ed4 6. cd4 
Bb4 7. Nc3 NeA 8. 0-0 Bc3 9. 
d5 NeS 10. bc3 Nc4 11. Qd4 
fS 12. Qc4 d6 13. Nd4 0-0 14. 
ІЗ Мс5 15. Есі КҺ8 16. Ne6 
Веб 17. деб Ке8 18. ҺА һб 19. 
Ваз 6 20. Qd5 Qf6 21. Кез 
Ne6 22. Rael Qh4 23. Re6 
Qel 24. Rel Rel 25. Kh2 
Кае8 26. ОҒ5 К1е5 27. 043 
RaS 28. c4 Ree5 29. Bb2 Rh5 
30. Кр1 Ra2 31. Ос3 Ер5 32. 
(4 Ер4 33. І5 ЕҺ2 34. Ор2 
Ес4 35. (6 Кр8 36. 042 Ес5 
37. Qa2 Draw 


W: Manuel Ormaza (1819) 
B: John Witt (1953) 
Round 5 

1. е4 Ксб 2. МІЗ І5 3. Nc3 fe4 
4. Мед 45 5. Ng3 e5 6. Bb5 
046 7. 0е2 е4 8. 44 Ве7 9. 
Ме5 Nf6 10. h3 0-0 11. 0-0 
Nd4 0-1 


W: Mark McCue (1999) 

B: Vince Halvey (1852) 
Round 5 

1. е4 е5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 
4. Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Ne4 6. d4 b5 
7. Bb3 d5 8. de5 Be6 9. Qe2 
Вр4 10. Каі М№е7 11. с4 №5 
12. сь5 рб 13. Bg5 Qd7 14. 
Be7 Qe7 15. Bd5 Rd8 16. Bc6 
Nd7 17. Nc3 Bg7 18. Nd5 1:0 


W: V. Schmucker (1761) 
В: Lawrence Cohen (1966) 
Round 5 

1. е4 №6 2. 04 е5 3. №3 [6 4. 
deS Ne5 5. Ne5 fe5 6. Oh5 Ke7 
7. Ое5 КІ? 8. Вс4 45 9. В% 
Kg6 10. Qg3 Kh5 11. Bf7 g6 
12. Qe5 Kh4 13. ОҺ8 Мб 14, 
Nc3 Bg4 15. Bh6 Qd6 16. Bf8 
R8 17. Qg7 Qe7 18. Qh6 Nh5 
19. Bc4 g5 20.23 1:0 


W:K.Schmuggerow (2152) 
B: Andrew Karklins (2410) 
Round 5 

1. e4 eS 2. Bc4 Nf6 3. Nf3 Nc6 
4. Ng5 d5 5. ed5 Nd4 6. c3 b5 
7. cdd bc4 8. Qa4 Nd7 9. Qc6 
Qg5 10. Qa8 Nb6 11. Qc6 Bd7 
12, Ос? 092 13. Qe5 Be? "14 
Rf1 Bh3 15. Qe2 Nd5 16. f4 0-0 
17. Nc3 Bh4 18. Kdl Bg4 0:1 


W: D. McClintock (2439) 
B: Walter Browne (2634) 
Round 5 

1. dd Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nc3 Bb4 
4. e3 c5. 5. Bd3 Nc6 6. Ме? 
сха4 7. exd4 45 8. cxd5 Nxd5 
9. 0-0 0--0 10. Bc2 Re8 ІІ. 
Qd3 g6 12. Rdl Bf8 13. Qg3 
Bg7 14. hd Qc7 15. Qf3 Nxc3 
16. bxc3 b6 17. Bg5 Bb7 18. 
Qh3 Rac8 19. h5 Ne7 20. Ba4 
Bc6 21. Bb3 NfS 22. һхрб 
hxg6 23. Nf4 Bd7 24. g4 Nd6 
25. Rd3 Nc4 26. Qh4 f6 27. 
Rh3 fxg5 28. Qh7+ Kf7 29. 
Qxg6+ Ke7 30. Qxg7+ Kd6 
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31. №6 ВЬЅ 32. 016 Вр8 33, 


Rel Rce8 1:0 


W: Danny Kopec (2522) 
B: Ruben Reyes (2122) 
Round 5 

1. e4 g6 2. d4 Bg7 3. Nc3 d6 
4.14 еб 5. МЗ Мб 6. e5 Nfd7 
7. Be3 d5 8. Bd3 b6 9, Bf2 hf8 
10. 4 һ5 11. Ng5 Be7 12. 
Nxe6 fxe6 13. Bxg6+ Kf8 14. 
[S Nf6 15. exf6 Bxf6 16. Qf3 
Nc6 17. 0-0-0 Ne7 18. Bxh5 
Nxf5 19. р4 Ехһ5 20. рхһ5 
Ke7 21. Rdel Kd6 22. Еһрі 
Bd7 23. Rg6 Kc6 24. Nxd5 
exd5 25. Re5 Kb7 26. Rxd5 c6 
27. Rxf5 Bxf5 28. Qxf5 Be7 
29. Rg7 Каб 30. Qd3+ b5 31. 
Qe4 1:0 


W: Judy Shipman (1820) 
D: Steve Carter (2021) 
Round 5 

l. e4 c5 2. dd cxd4 3. c3 dxc3 
4. Мхс3 Мсб 5. МЕЗ дб 6. Вс4 
еб 7.0-0 Nge7 8. Qe2 Ng6 9. 
В аб 10. Bg5 Qc7 11. Racl 
h6 12. Be3 Be7 13. Nd4 0-0 
14. fd Qb8 15. f5 Nxd4 16. 
Bxd4 exf5 17. exf5 Bxf5 18 
Qh5 Bg5 19. Rf1 Ne7 20. Rcel 
Qc8 21. Bb3 Bg4 22. Rxf7 
Hxns 23 Rxg7+ Kh8 24. 
Rxg54 Kh7 25. Rg74 Kh8 26. 
Крхе7+ 1:0 


W: D. Gurevich (2574) 

B: C. Eagle (2078) 

Round 5 

I. d4 Nf6 2. c4 c5 3. Nf3e6 4. 
d$ exd5 5. cxd5 d6 6. Nc3 g6 
7. Bf4 a6 8. a4 Bg7 9. e4 Bg4 


10. Вс2 0-0 
Nd2 Bxc2 13. Qxc2 Nbd7 14. 
Nc4 NeS 15. Nxc5 dxc5 16. 
Bg5 Qd6 17. a5 Nd7 18. Be3 f5 


19. f3 Rab8 20. Na4 Bf6 21. 


КІсі КІс8 22. Ес4 В48 23. 
042 Ес7 24. Racl Rbc8 25. 
Qc2 b5 26. axb6 Nxb6 27. 
Nxb6 Qxb6 28. exfS Kf7 29. 
fxg6+ hxg6 30. h4 Rd7 31. h5 
Rxd5 32. Rg4 Rd6 33. hxg6+ 
Кр7 34. Qf5 Rc7 35. Bh6+ 1:0 


W: Marvin Cole (1802) 

B: Gee Leong (1973) 
Round 5 

l. c4 a6 2. d4 b5 3. g3 Bb7 4. 
Bg2 f5 5. d5 Nf6 6. Od3 fxe4 
7. Вхе4 Мхе4 8. Охе4 еб 9. 
Nf3 BxdS 10. Ор4 Qf6 11. 
Nbd2 h5 12. Qf4 Qxf4 13. gxf4 
Мсб 14. с3 В46 15. Ері Ер8 
16. Rg5 g6 17. Ne5 NxeS 18. 
fxe5 Be7 19. Rgl Kf7 20. Nf1 
b4 21. cxb4 Bxb4« 22 ва? 
Bxd2«* 23. Kxd2 Rab8 24. b3 
Rb4 25. Rg3 Re4 26. Re3 Rf4 
27. Ke2 Rf8 28. Nd2 Kg7 29. 
КП Вр2 30. Ері Rxf24 31. 
Kd3 h4 32. Re2 Rxe2 33. Kxe2 
h3 34. Nc4 Rf5 35. Kd3 Bfl« 
36. Ke4 Bxc4 37. bxc4 Rf2 0:1 


W: Doug Younkle (2072) 
В: James Cooper (1934) 
Round 6 

1. e4 e6 2. d4 d5 3. exd5 exd5 
4. c4 dxc4 5. Bxc4 Nf6 6. Ne2 
Bd6 7. Nbc3 c6 8. BNg5 h6 9. 
Bh4 Bf5 10. Qb3 Qc7 11. Bxf6 
gxf6 12. g3 h5 13. 0-0-0 0-0 
14. Bd3 Be6 15. Qc2 Nd7 16. 
Bf5 Kg7 17. Rhg! Kh6 18. 


11. 0-0 Ос7 12. 


15 


042% Кр7 19. g4 h4 20. g5 
Bxf5 21. gxf6* Kxf6 22. Qg54 
Ke6 23. d5+ cxd5 24. Nd44 1:0 


W: Maxim Dlugy (2670) 
B: Arthur Bispuier (2452) 
Round 6 

1. c4 e5 2. Nc3 Bb4 3. Qc2 
Nf6 4. a3 Bxc3 5. Qxc3 Nc6 
6. е3 0-0 7. 43 45 8. cxd5 Мх45 
9. Ос2 а5 10. b3 f5 11. Bb2 f4 
12. е4 МЬб 13. МЗ Qd6 14. 
h3 Nd4 15. Мх44 ех44 16. Есі 
c6 17. Qc5 Qxc5 18. Rxc5 RdR8 
19. Be2 Be6 20. Bdl Nd7 21. 
Rcl c5 22. Bg4 Kf7 23. Ка? 
b6 24. Bxe64. Kxe6 25. a4 Ne5 
Draw 


W:Dmitry Gurevich (2574) 
B: Bruce Kreisman (1999) 
Round 6 
1. 44 45 2.с4 сө 3. МІЗ МІ6 4. 
Кс3 4хс4 5. е4 Һ5 6. е5 М45 
7. а4 еб 8.Мр5 һ6 9. Мре4 Ве? 
10. axbS Nxc3 11. Nxc3 cxb5 
12. Qf3 Qxd4 13. Qxa8 Qxe5+ 
14. Qc4 Qxe4+ 15. Nxe4 Bb7 
16. f3 a6 17. Be3 0-0 18. Bc5 
Bh4* 19. g3 Bxe4 20. Bxf8 
Bxf3 21. gxh4 Bxh1 22. Bd6 
Nc6 23. Rxà6 Nd4 24. Kf2 Nf5 
25. h5 Be4 26. Bc5 Bc2 27. 
Rb6 Ba4 28. Bh3 Kh7 29. Bg4 
Kg8 30. Rb84 Kh7 31. Rf8 f6 
32. Ке8 Вс2 33. Вхеб 1:0 


N. Calif. participants Bill Ches- 
ney, Richard Roubal and others 
could not score a major prize. 


In 1989 the event will come back 
to Las Vegas. on June 9-11 at 
the Riviera Hotel and Casino. 
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Tips ard Tricks for the Tournament Player 


YUGOSLAV DRAGON OF THE 
SICILIAN DEFENSE --In my col- 
umn of last September in annotat- 
ing my game with Howard Wach- 
tel of St. Cloud, Minnesota, I 
gave my opinion of 9. Bc4 in this 
variation after 1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 
d6 3.d4 cd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5. 
Nc3 g6 6.Be3 g7 7.f3 Nc6 
8. Qd2 0-0. I wrote that (after I 
played 9. 0-0-0) "I have had both 
sides in tournament games with 
the more popular 9. Bc4, but I al- 
ways felt as though I was on the 
edge of a precipice and about to 
fall off. Also I do not like a third 
choice, 9. g4, because I think 
Black has some very good lines 
against it." 


Recently Chess Enterprises has 
published a 136-page paperback 
book on 9. Bc4 by Eric Schiller 
and Jonathan Goldman. The vol- 
ume is priced at $6.50, although 
USCF members can purchase it 
through their association for 
$5.85. For those who prefer 9. 
g4, Vince McCambridge wrote 
several articles on it in 1984 for 
layer N heor 


Analysis. 


After spending many days reading 
the new book on this very compli- 
cated opening, I still recommend 
9. 0-0-0, because of Van Der 
Wiel's improvement: 9. ..d5 10. 
сд5 NxdS 11. Nxc6 bc6 = 12. 
Bd4 eS5 13. Bc5 Re8 14. Nd5 


by Phillip D. Smith 


cd5 15. Охд5 QXd5 16.Rx5 
Be6 17.Rd6 Ba2 18.b4! See 
Players Chess News for April 7, 
1986; Sosonko lost to his inno- 
vation in the Wijk aan Zee tour- 
ncy. 


In their preface Schiller and Gold- 
man state that their book 
"contains all material available to 
the authors as of November 31, 
1986, with some subsequent ma- 
terial added at proof stage. We 
have concentrated on the period 
1980-1986, since there is an 
abundance of worthwhile literature 
which was published in or about 
1980. (I could nitpick their 
proofreader (Thomas Magar-- 
whom they praise) for not notic- 
ing that November has only 30 
days. Their bibliography lists 
their many sources, with capital 
initials and numbers used 
throughout the monograph to 
show almost all sources for most 
of their variations. The authors 
do have some original analysis, 
but most of it is from their sourc- 
es, and they say they are not 
grandmasters, so usually they 
avoid giving their own opinions. 


They have used nine journals: 
Chess Horizons, Chess Player, 
Chess Informant, New Chess 
Player, New in Chess Yearbook, 

layer h ws Annual, 
Shakhmatny Bjulliten, Shack 
Nytt, and Tournament Chess. 


Some of these are published in 


book form and some are map. 
zines. The authors have uscd sey. 
eral volumes or more of some of 
them. 


The bibliography also lists сірі, 


books: BCO, ECO, the 1985 
Russian Malaya Shakhmatnay 
Entsiklopedia by Estrin, Gufelds 
Sitsilianskaya Zaschita of 1981 (| 


have the English version of this, 
which apparently has been con 


densed), the Sicilian Defense o ' 


the Imprint Capablanca Series of 
Boulder, Colorado--no date is giv 
en, Levy's 2nd edition of The $i 
cilian Dragon of 1976, Miles ani 
Moskow: Sicilian Dragon; Yı: 
goslav Attack of 1980, ani 


Schwarz' volume on the Sicilia 


in German--with no date listed, ` 


So the bibliography includes Eng: 
lish, Swedish, Russian, and Ger. 
man language sources. Мем! 
Chess periodicals are published in 
the Netherlands but available in 
English. 


The many variations of 9. Bc4 are 
presented from these sources іп 2 
chapters with an index of varia 
tions in the back of the book. 


But there is no conclusion to give, 


a final evaluation of 9. Bc4 or 
compare it with the two main a 
ternatives: 9. 0-0-0 and 9. р4. А 
mentioned above, the authors’ ex 
cuse for this omission is that they 
are not grandmasters, but the boo 
would be much more rewardill 
for the reader if it had such a cor 
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clusion. Therefore, readers have to 
provide this comparison on thcir 
own or with the use of other 
sources in their own libraries. 
Even if a person owns many of 
the authors’ sources (I have owned 
most of the books they used ex- 
cept the Russian editions) and is a 
strong player, I think this is a 
very difficult task, for this varia- 
tion is one of the most complicat- 
ed one in a complicated opening, 
the Sicilian Defense. 

Another criticism I have is on 
the advertising for the book by 
USCF. I was misled to think the 
volume covered all of the Yugo- 
slav Attack and not just 9. Bc4. 
USCF had done this on other 
books; I bought Schiller's 1986 
Sicilian Defense: Modern Richter- 
Rauzer Systems from USCF be- 
cause I thought from the USCF 
advertising that it covered all of 
the Richter-Rauzer variation. 
When I received the book and read 
the complete title, I found it was 
very limited in what it did include. 
жжж 
After giving my negative criti- 
cism, let me hasten to praise the 
Yugoslav Attack book for its 
comprehensive presentation of all 
important variations and the many 
interesting games it provides from 
the many sources. Tournament 
players of all degrees of ability can 
learn much from this treatise if 
they play 1. e4 with White or use 
the Sicilian Defense with Black. 
As I pointed out in my December 
column on Najdorf -- 1985-87 by 
Tony Hosking and Bob Wade, 
monographs are an inexpensive 
and a convenient method of keep- 


ing up-to-date on important open- 
ing variations. 


Spcaking of Wadc reminds me 
that Schiller and Goldman used 
what they call his "magnificent 
collection of chess books and 
journals" in writing their book on 
9. Bc4. Wade is to be commended 
for helping to provide these recent 
monographs in both Great Britain 
and the United States. I think 
these British and American mono- 
graphs are the most helpful meth- 
od of kceping abreast of opening 
theory -- which changes as rapidly 
as women's fashions -- since the 
late Dr. Max Euwe's Chess Ar- 
chives was no longer published in 
the English language. The trouble 
with ECO , the Informants, the 
British Chess Player , and the 
New Chess Player is that they 


lack comprehensive evaluations, 
comparisons and conclusions (al- 
though they provide these in brief 
comments sometimes). If these 
British and American monographs 
in the future will expand these 
needed comparisons and evalua- 
tions, then tournament players 
will benefit enormously by buy- 
ing them. 


*** Spelling of "defense": the 
Richter-Rauzer book uses the 
American "defense", while the 
British books employ "defence". 
The Imprint series appears to pre- 
fer the British spelling. 
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Games from The Peoples Tnmt. 


Berkeley , February 1988 - Selected by Richard Shorman 


C. Powell - J. Grefe 


1.44 Nf6 2. Nf3 аб 3. Bg5 
Nbd7 4.Nbd2 e5 5.c3 h6 6. 
Bxf6 Qxf6 7.e3 ed4 8. cd4 
45 9. Есі В46 10. Bd3 Qe7 
11. Ос2 0-0 12. 0-0 МІ6 13. 
е4 de4 14. Nxe4 NxeA 15. 
Bxe4 c6 16. Rfel Qc7 17. g3 
Qb6 18.45 cdS 19. Bxd5 Bh3 
20. Qe4 Bb4 21. Re2 Rac8 
22. Rd1 Rc7 23. Qh4 Bd7 24. 
Ne5 Bb5 25. Red Bc5 260. 
Ng4 aS 27.a4 Bd7 28. Qh5 
Bxg4 29. Rxg4 Bxf2+ 30. 
Khi Be3 31. QeS Bg5S 32. 
ЕГІ Re7 33.Qc3 Kh7 34. h4 
Bf6 35. Qd3+ Kh8 36. b3 
Re3 37. Rxf6 gf6 38. ОП 
Rfe8 39. Qf4 Rel+ 40. Kh2 
Срі+ 41. Kh3 Qfl+ 42. Qxfl 
Rxfl 43. Bxf7 Re7 44. Bc4 
Rf2 45. Rg8+ Kh7 46. Ra8 
(5 47. RxaS Rel 48. Rxf5 
RxfS 49. Bd3 Kg6 0:1 
deFirmian - Winslow 

1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 d6 3. d4 cd4 
4. Nxd4 NÍ6 5. Nc3 a6 6. f4 
e6 7. Q3 Qb6 8. Nb3 Ос? 
9. Bd3 bS 10. 0-0 Bb7 11. 
Bd2 Nbd7 12. Rael Be7 13. 
Qh3 h5 14.Ndl NcS 15. Nf2 
d5 16.e5 Nfe4 17. 3 g6 18. 
Bd4 0-0-0 19. Qe3 Nxf2 20. 
Rxf2 Na4 21.c3 Kb8 22. Rc2 
Rc8 23. Nd2 h4 24. МІЗ 047 
25. Ng5 Bf8 26. Rf2 Bc5 27. 
b3 Bd4 28.cd4 Nc3 29.323 a5 


30. bá ab 31. ab Na4 
32. Rc! Nb6 33. Rc5 
34. рс5 Мс4 35. Qcl 
36. Ra2 Kd8 37. Ва? 
38. Qal Rc8 39. Nh7 
40. Qel 

1:0 


Rc5 
Kc7 
Ke7 
Осб 


MacFarland - Vickers 


1.44 45 2. МІЗ Вр4 3. Ne5 
Вһ5 4.р4 Вр6 5.ІМ (6 6. 
Nxg6 hg6 7. Qd3 g5 8. Bg2 
Qd7 9. Qg6+ Kd8& 10. QF 
Nh6 11. Qxd5 Qxd5 12. Bxd5 
сб 13. ВІЗ gh4 14. Rxh4 g5 


15. КһІ Вр7 16. №3 №7 17. 


ВеЗ Кс7 18. 0-0-0 М8 19. 05 
Ng6 20. Вс5 Кһа8 21. Вед 
Nh4 22. Bxe7 Re8 23. 46+ 
Kd7 24. 14 Rxe7 25. de+ 
Kxe7 26. f5 Nxg4 27. Rdgl 
Nf2 28. Rxh4 gh 29. Rxg7+ 
Kd6 30. Rh7 h3 31. Bf3 Ke5 
32. Ndl 1:0 


Winslow-Glueck 


1.44 Nf6 2. Nf3 45 3.с4 еб 
4.Nc3 Be7 S. Bg5 0-0 6.е3 
Nbd7 7. Bd3 c5 8.0-0 cd 9. 
ed dc 10. Bxc4 аб 11.a4 Nb6 
12. Bb3 Nbd5 13. Ne5 Nb4 
14. Есі b6 15. Qf3 Ra7 16. 
Rad! Bb7 17. Qh3 Bd5 18. 
Nxd5 NfxdS 19. Bxe7 Rxe7 
20. Вед Rc7 21. Rh4 h6 22. 
Qg3 Qg5 23. RgA Of6 24. h4 


Rfc8 25. Kh2 a5 26. Rel 

Rd8 27. Вс4 Kh7 28. Rle4 
рб 29. Вхі5 Nxd5 30. 043 
Rdc8 31.h5 Nb4 32. hg+ fg 
33. Qg3 g5 34.14 Rcl 35.fg 


Qf1 36. Qe3 Nd5 37. QD QB ` 


38. Nf3 hg 39. Ng5+ Kg6 
40. Меб+ Kf5 41. Ng7+ Kf6 
42. Ne8+ 1:0 


de Firmian- Powell 


1.е4 d5 2.ed5 Qxd5 3. Мо 


Оа5 4.44 МІ6 5. МІЗ Вр4 6, 
һ3 Вх!З 7. Ох!З сб 8. ВФ 
Nbd7 9. 0-0-0 e6 10. Kbi Bel 
11. g4 Qc7 12. h4 a5 13. g5 
№5 14. Ne4 b5 15. h5 RIB 
16. c4 bc4 17. Bxc4 Qb6 18. 
Bf4 Qb4 19. Rc1 f5 20. Nc5 
Bxc5 21. dc5 Nxf4 22. Ох 
Rb8 23. Ес2 е5 24. Qe3 Ke7 
25. Rdl Rfd& 26. a3 Qb7 27. 
fA Qc7 28. Rd6 e4 29. Qd4 
Nxc5 30. Qxg7+  Kxd6 3l. 


Rd2 Nd3 32. 0е5 К47 33. 


Qc6 mate 


Ramayrat- de Firmian 


l.e4 c5 2. Ne2 6 3. р3 № 


4.Bg2 g6 5.c3 Bg7 6.040 ` 


e5 7.d3 Nge7 8. Be3 0-0 9. 
d4 ed 10.cd cd 11. Nxd4 d5 
12. Nxc6 bc6 13. Bd4 Bg 
14. Qa4 Bxd4 15. Qxd4 Qbé6 
16. Qf6 Rfe8 17. h3 Be2 18. 
Rel Bd3 19. Nc3 44 20. Na! 


le4 
)d3 

fg 
.. fg 
QD ' 
26 
K f6 


Nc3 

4 6, 

В42 
Ве] 


ВІЗ 
| 18, 
Nc5 » 
)xf4 
Ke7 
2 
Qd4 
ЗІ, 
333 


№6 
0-0 — 
0 9, 
| 45 
Вр4 
Qb6 
1 
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Available: Tournament Bulletins 


1982 Wijk Aan Zee: 91 games; Timman, Tal, Hort, Nunn, Balashov, etc. $2.75 

1982 Erevan - Soviet Zonal: 120 games; Yusupov, Psahis, Romaninshin, etc 5175 

1982 Indonesia: 325 games; Browne, Henlcy, win | 1/2 pts. ahead, Notes! $5.50 

1982 Chicago: 30 games; Hubner, Browne, Korchnoi, Dzinzi, Lein, Mantz,etc. $2.00 

1982 Bugojno: Category 15! Always super strong! $3.50 

1982 London: 91 fames with notes; Karpov, Portisch, etc. Cat. 14! $3.50 

1982 Turin: June 4-22! ; Karpov, Andersson, Hubner, etc. Cat. 16! $2.50 

1982 Las Palmas Interzonal: 91 games - with notes; Timman,Browne, Cat. 12 $3.00 

1982 Mexico interzonal: 91 games; Portisch, Torre qualify! Cat. 12 $3.00 

1982 Moscow Interzonal: Kasparov is brilliant! 91 games - Cat 12 $3.00 

1982 Tilburg: 66 games; Karpov Ist. Average ELO 2600! $3.00 

1983 Wijk Aan Zee: 91 games; Andersson, Browne, Ribli, Korchnoi, Seirawan $3.00 

1983 Linares: Karpov, Ljubojevic, Hort, Seirawan, Andersson, Larsen; notes. $3.50 

1981 B.B.C.: 13 games; Browne, Christiansen, Keene, Adorjan, etc. $1.00 

1981 Riga: 120 games; Tal Ist over Tseshkovsky, Romaninshin, Adorjan, etc. $3.00 

1983 US. Ch.: Browne wins 6th straight title! 91 games with notes. $3.00 

1983 Gjovik: Browne, Nunn, Adorjan win ahead of Spassky, Miles, etc. $2.25 

1983 B.B.C.: 25 games; Karpov wins, Browne 2nd. Notes $1.50 

1983 Niksic: 105 games; Kasparov conquers! Larsen, Spassky, Portisch, 

Andersson, Miles, Tal, Timman, Seirawan, Cat. 14! Opening Index. $3.50 

1983 Tilburg: 66 games; Karpov Ist in strongest tournament of '83 Cat. 15! 

Ahead of Portisch, Andersson, Timman, Spassky, Hubner etc. $3.00 
ino: 91 games; Timman, Miles, Spassky, Beljavsky, Tal etc. $3.50 
ved; 66 games; Browne, Larsen, and Vaganian tie for ist ahead of 

, Andersson, Short, Nikolic’, Nunn, etc. vey hard fought!! $3.00 

[285 Tilpurg, 56 games; Miles (on his back! 1), Hubner and Korchnoi share 

st ahead of Lyubojevic , Romaninshin, Timman, Polugaevsky & Dzinzi! $3.00 
-- 120 games; Browne, Alburt, Christiansen, 
umian, Kavalek etc. $4.00 


1°86 filu. Strong Cat. 15!! approx. 2620 average ELO - Beliavsky triumphs 
over v, Lyubojevic, Korchnoi, Portisch, Miles, Timman & Hubner, Notes | 54.00 


over 100 dia 3!!! 95% hard fought exciting unconventional Chess!) 
| iad --- 300+ selected games + notes. U.S. beats Soviets 
again'!! and led with one rd. to go, but Soviets won, England 2nd 
U.S. comfortable 3rd. Kasparov and Karpov both lost a game! $5.00 
Кер York Open -200 selected games + notes $6.00 
test : Browne, Miles, Defirmian, Christiansen, 

Spraggett, Rohde, Djuric’, etc. 66 games + notes $3.50 
асраш са 11 or 12!! 14 players, all top pd participating, notes $ 4.00 

; High Cat. 15!!! Yusupov, Timman,Korchnoi,Nicolic’, etc. $ 4.00 


To order: Send Check or money order (no cash p to : GM Walter Browne, 8 Parnassus 
Road,Berkeley CA 94706. For orders under $ 10 please include $0.75 mailing & handling. 


For orders over $ 20, discount 10 %; above $ 50, discount 20 9; over $ 100 discount 25 % 





ОМ 21. Кей! Оха4 22. Rxd3 through all this years became accus- 
Rad8 23.b3 Qb4 24.Radl Qa3 tomed to the feeling that it was easy 
25. Rxdd. Rxd4 26. Rxdd Qcl« for masters to achieve a draw when 
27. Bfl Nd5 28.ed5 Rel 29.dc they absolutely had to. Recent 
Rxfl+ 30. Kg2 Rgl+ 31. KB events refute my theory on this mat- 
Rdl 32. Qd8+ Kg7 33. Rxdl ter. The previous game (Ramayrat - 


Qxc6* 34. Qd5 Qf6 35. Kg2 deFirmian) and the last game of the 

Lets recent World Championship contrib- 
ute to this refutation. 

Editors note: Before the last round GM deFirmian 


I play chess for a long time and was leading the field by a full point 


and only needed a draw 
against IM Ramayrat. Yct, 
as you can scc Ramayrat 
was able to pull cvcn and tic 
for first by winning thc all 
important gamc. Now I 
wonder how often things 
likc that happen. 


The following position 
came up at the Peoples tour- 
nament. 

The names of the players in- 
volved somehow were not 
kept in memory. Perhaps it 
is not that important to 
know this, especially if the 
position is a draw anyhow. 
Is it? 

But the pawn configuration 
of the position warrants a di- 
agram: 





Black to move 
Can anybody find a winning 
line? 
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Nor - Cal Scholastics 


Primary Division (K-3) 
Top Individuals 

Ist - Marc Levin - 5 points 
[Nor-Cal Primary Champion] 
2nd - Will Goodson - 4 1/2 
3rd - Darios Barron - 4 

4th - Ethan Furman - 4 

5th - Enok Kwok - 4 

6th - Hayden Brown - 4 

7th - Trent Christian - 4 

8th - Greg Hansen - 4 

9th - Christopher Perez - 4 
10th - Benjamin Gurwitz - 4 


Teams 
1 - Town 
2 - St. Marks 
3 - Cathedral 
4 - Rucker 


Unrated Players 
1 - David Bodine 
2 - Patrick Breene 
3 - Maria Brouillard 
4 - Andy Choy 
5 - Robert Holmes 
6 - Peter Hultquist 
7 - John Kennedy 
8 - Daniel Khersonsky 
9 - April Kinkade 
10 - Michael Oliver 
11 - Chris Sheldon 
12 - Philip Weintraub 


56 players in this section. 


Town School defends its title 
from 1987 with St. Marks again 
second. Last years champion Ja- 
son Huang finishes with 3 pts. 


Report by Ray Orwig 


Elementary Division (4-6) 
Ist - Yvonne Krawicc - 5 
[N.C. Elementary Champion] 
2nd - Scott Thompson - 4 1/2 
3rd - Robert Brouillard - 4 

4th - David Bunde - 4 

5th - Jacob Gurwitz - 4 

6th - Mark Mamakos - 4 

7th - Nader Alizadeh - 4 

8th - Kevin Vote - 4 

9th - Drew Reeder - 4 

10th - Andy Hecht - 4 


Teams 
] - St. Marks - 15 1/2 
2 - Biggs - 14 1/2 
3 - Town - 14 
4 - Burton Valley - 8 1/2 
5 - K.1. Jones - 3 1/2 


Class Winners 
E - John Zimmerman - 31/2 
E - Alexei Holub - 31/2 
U1000 - Eric Shaughnessy - 3 
U800 - Kassia Vote - 2 


Unrated Players 
1 - Peter Swander - 3 1/2 
2 - Scott Smallword - 3 
3 - William Hutchinson - 3 
4 - Gagavitz Posada - 3 
5 - Jeff Bayot - 3 
6 - Padl Berry - 3 
7 - Robert Chang - 3 


62 players in this section. 


St. Marks defends its 1987 title 
with much improved Biggs a 





1988 


close second. Individual champi 
on Yvonne Krawiec (also World 
under 12 girls champion) move 
up a couple notches from last 
year. Defending champ Brouil- 
lard finishes third. 


Junior High Div. (7-8) 


Ist - Daniel Krawiec - 5 
[N.C. J.H. Champion] 
2nd - Adam Grover - 4 1/2 
3rd - Alan Stein - 4 

4th - Ron Rossi - 4 

5th - Mark Beering - 4 
6th - Mark Watkins - 4 
7th - Xuan Vo - 4 

8th - Cuong Lam - 4 

9th - Stephen Shaughnessy - 4 
10th - Jonathan Brown - 4 


Teams. 


1 - Cathedral - 15 

2 - Sunnyvale - 14 1/2 
3 - St. Marks - 13 1/2 
4 - Miller - 12 1/2 

5 - Bartlett - 12 


Class Winners 
D - Justin Howell - 3 1/2 
E - Melvin Posada - 2 1/2 
U1000 - Hanley Leung - 2 1/2 
U1000 - Rooshin Dalal - 2 1/2 
Unrated - Hao Dinh - 3 1/2 
Unrated - David Zaclit - 3 1/2 


68 players in this section. 


таті. 
Vorld 
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Cathedral School wins with only 
6 players ovcr tough Sunnyvalc 
(who brought 14). Danicl Kraw- 
iec (83 in thc nation in the 13-14 
age group) casily defends his 
title. 


High School Div. (9-12) 
Ist - Kash Patel - 5 
[N.C. H.S. Champion] 
2nd - Andy McManus - 4 1/2 
3rd - Bela Evans - 4 1/2 
4th - Peter Link - 4 
5th - Vern Glaser - 4 
6th - Josh Putnam - 4 
7th - Richard Meamber - 4 
8th - Jason Martinez - 4 
9th - Mike Chan - 4 
10th - James Ashcraft - 4 


Teams 
1 - Bellarmine - 16 1/2 
2 - Lowell - 13 1/2 
3 - Fremont - 12 1/2 
4 - N. Salinas - 10 1/2 
5 - Burlingame - 10 


Class Winners 
B - Tony Bui - 3 1/2 
B - Danny Louie - 3 1/2 
C - Barry Garaghty - 3 1/2 
D - Jason Untulis - 3 
D - Paul Canavese - 3 
E - Robert Vacarrezza - 3 


Unrated players 
| - Huan Dinh - 3 
2 - Ken Greene - 2 1/2 
3 - David Lankford - 2 1/2 
4 - Clark Sakai - 2 1/2 
5 - Andrew Shui - 2 1/2 
6 - Ben Wong - 2 1/2 
7 - Joe Chung - 2 1/2 


65 players in this section. 


With four experts, this is the 
strongest Nor-Cal Tournament 
ever. Defending National 
Champs Bellarmine win casily. 
Their #1 player Kash Patel won 
the individual title and an invita- 
lion to the National Tournment 
of High School Champions this 
August in Boston. Defending 
State Champ McManus is sec- 
ond. 


а ЦИЦИ 





Walnut Creek Quads 

in March 1988 

18 Players showed up at the 
Quads in Walnut Creek. Players 
with ratings ranging from 1100 
to 2220 participated in 4 sec- 
tions. Daniel Switkes and Baudry 
Pascal tied in the top section 
with 2 1/2 points each. 

It is anticipated that this event 
will grow into a respectable tour- 
nament. 


The next dates are May 8, June 
5, July 10, August 7, and Sep- 
tember 11. 


Registration 12 noon - 12:20 pm 
Rounds: 12:30, 2:30, 4:30 pm 
Time Control: 30 moves in 30 
minutes. 

Entry Fee $ 9 ($5 under 14) 
Prizes: 50 % of Entry Fee 

Site: 2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
Walnut Creck 

Info: Dr. Pascal Baudry 

(415) 284-3989 





La Vergne - Ramayrat 
continued: 


11. a3 Nc5 12.c5 dc 

13. Bb7 №7 14. (с5 Ос5 
15. Q3 Qc7 16. КҺІ Rd8 
17. Кас! Мс5 18. Вр5 ОҺ? 
19. Qf4 Bc7 20. RB 0-0 | | 
21. Rh3 Nd5 22. Nd5 Bes 
23. Ор5 Rd5 24. Qh4 һб | | 
25. Rg3. Kh8 26.Ь4 Ма7 | 
27. КІ Qb6 28. с3 Ме5 | 


29. Rg7 Kg7 30.Qf6« Kh7 |! 


31. Nf5 ef5 32. Qb6 Rc8 

33. Qa6 Rc6 34. Qb7 М 

35.13 f3 36. рг Ва2 

37. ОБ8 №3 38. Qe8 Rg6 

39. ОГ7 Rg7 40. Qf5+ Kh8 

41. Qf8+ Kh7 42. Qf5+ Khi 
43.Qf84 Draw 
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U.C. Berkeley wins 
Regional Championship 
by NM Peter Yu 


On February 26-28, the Associa- 
tion of College Unions-- 
International held the 1988 Re- 
gion XV Recreation and College 
Bowl Tournament. The overall 
competition included various 
sports such as backgammon, table 
tennis, pool, and of course chess. 
The five round swiss chess tour- 
nament was directed by Francisco 
Sierra under the "Individual/Team" 
format as described by the 


USCT. 


Although Region XV includes all 
colleges in California from as far 
north as Chico State to as far 
south as U.C. San Diego, the 
ACU-I chess tournament only had 
local representation from U.C. 
Berkeley and San Jose State U., 
the host college. 


Nevertheless, the individual win- 
ners are as follows: Burt Izumi- 
kawa (2324) of U.C. Davis, last 
year's champ, beating Tim Pellant 
(2286) of UCSD on tie-breaks, 
both at 4 points. Third through 
fifth, in tie-break order, went to 
Peter Yu (2232) of Cal, Roger 
Poehlmann (2204) of U.C. Irvine, 
and Allen Becker (2160) of SJSU; 
each with 3 1/2 poinis. Finally, 
Cal was declared "University 
Champion" with a total team 
score of 9 1/2. The other Cal 
players were Leonard Loscutoff 
(2149), Ganesan (2144), and Ash- 
ish Mukharji (1969). 


Next year Cal plans to defend its 
ACU-I championship at Panoma 
College, in Southern California, 
with an even mightier team. 





Chess Still A Crowd Pleaser 


by NM Peter Yu 


On Friday, March 11, 
F.1.D.E Master David Glueck 
(2477) graciously volun- 
teered 4 1/2 hours worth 
of simultaneous play in 
sunny Sproul Plaza of the 
U.C. Berkeley Campus. 

This unprecedented event 
was organized by Peter Yu 
and Andy Lazarus of the 
Cal-Berkeley Chess Club, 
and offered all-comers a 
chance to play FM Glueck 
for free. The fifteen board 
simul, along with an excit- 
ing speed chess demonstra- 
tion by NM Yu (who gave 
most players 5 minutes to 
1 minute), successfully 
promoted chess on campus 
and beyond. An estimated 
total of more than 500 
people either watched or 
participated in this chess 
exhibition, and even a 
greater number knew about 
it through the media. The 
Daily Californian ran an 
announcement about it 
while the Oakland Tribune 
printed two photos and a 
caption the following day. 
Local radio station KALX 
also performed on-site in- 
terviews of FM Glueck and 


NM Yu. 


Glueck's final score was an 
impressive «45 -3 -4. 

Experts David Moulton 

(2129) and Scott Hewett 
(2064), both Cal students, 
along with an anonymous 
chess player were the only 
victors against the FM. 
Students David Mou 

(1941/5), Steve Cohen 

(1856), Seggev Weiss 

(1790) and Alex Rapoport 
(1704) were able to draw 
Glueck, who is now study- 
ing graduate chemistry at 
Cal. Finally, it is neces- 
sary to thank the many 
volunteers who made this 
spectacular event possible: 
Ricky Metz, Alex Rapoport, 
Bryan Clair, Dave Cum- 
mings, and Alan Glasscoe 
for the sets and boards. 


Hopefully, other organiz- 
ers will follow Cal's exam- 
ple, and publicize chess in 
an appealing manner to the 
general public. 


The long term benefits can 
only drastically outweigh 
the short term volunteer- 
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Club Directory 


Berkeley CC 

meets Fridays 7:30 PM 
Berkeley YMCA 

Allston Way and Milvia, 
2nd floor 

A. Glasscoe 652-5324 


Cal-Berkeley CC 
Rated games every Wed- 
nesday night 7-10 

279 Dwinelle UCB Cam- 
pus, Peter Yu 848-7809 


Burlingame CC 
Thursdays 7:30 PM 
Burlingame Rec.Center 
850 Burlingame Ave. 
H. Edelstein 349-5554 


Chabot C C 
Mondays 5 - 10 PM 
Chabot Com. College 
Hayward, Rm. 2347 
Lawless 415 785-9352 


Chico Chess Club 
meets Fridays 7 - 11 PM 
Esplanade Bldg. #110 

1528 The Esplanade 
M Drury 916) 342-4708 


Fairfield-Suisun CC 
Mondays 7 - 9:30 PM 
1000 Kentucky St. 
M.Weeks 707)426-2331 
E. Deneau 707)428-5460 


Fresno Chess Club 
Mondays 7- 11 PM 
Round Table Pizza P. 
Cedar & Dakota Aves., 
D.Quarve 209) 225-8022 


Hayward Chess Club 
Mondays 7 - 9 PM 
Hayward Main Library 
Mission & C St. 


R. Shorman, Instructor 


Kolty CC Campbell 
Wednesdays 7-11:39 
Campbell Community 
Center -Activity Hall- 
Corner Winchester Blvd. 
& 1 W.Campbell Ave. 
P.Mayntz 408)371-2290 


LERA Chess Club 
meets Tuesdays 8:00 PM 
Lockheed Rec. Cennter 
Sunnyvale (Shorman) 


Livermore CC 
meets Thursdays 7 PM 
Homestead Savings & .. 
999 E.Stanley Blvd. 

D. McDaniel 443-2881 


Mechanics Inst. CC 
Monday thru Friday 
11:00 AM - 11:00 PM, 
Saturdays 10 AM - midn. 
Sundays noon - 10 PM 
57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 
Max Wilkerson-Director 
Note: This is a private 
club and newcomers 
should arrive before 5pm 


Monterey Chess Ctr 
Open daily 

Weekdays 4:30 - 10 PM 
Sat.& Sun. 2:00 PM 
Closed Monday 
T.Yudacufski 408) 372- 
9790 


Napa Valley C C. 
Thursdays 3:30 - 8 PM 
Yountville Veteran's 
Home (Lee-Lounge) 

B Bailey 707) 253-0648 


Novato Chess Club 
Novato Community H. 
Machin Ave. at DeLong 


415) 456-1540 


Richmond C C 
Saturdays noon to 5:30 - 
Eastshore Com. Center 
960 47th St., Richmond 
Trendall Ball 234-5336 


Rohnert Park C C 
Saturdays 6-12 PM - 
Mondays 6:30-11:00 
Rohnert Park Recreation 
Bldg. 8517 Lyman Way 
W.Randle 707)795-2220 


Sacramento СЄ 
Wednesdays 7 - 11 pm 
Senior Citizans' Center 
915 27th Street 
S.Gordon 916)929-2952 


San Jose C C 

meets Fridays 7 - 12 pm 
At the Blind Center 

101 N. Bascom Ave. 
(behind Lions Club) 

B. W. Curto 463-0198 


San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10am-2pm 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Ave. 
C.Felker 408) 723-1808 


Santa Clara UCC 
Thuesdays 4:00 - 6:15 
Cafe St.Clair / Universi- 
ty Campus. write: SCU 
Chess Club, 

Santa Clara University, 
Santa Clara CA 95053 


Santa Clara Cy C C 
Wednesdays 3:00 - 6:15 
pm | 
Cafeteria 

F. Sierra 408) 241-1447 


Santa Cruz EG 
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Thursdays 6 - 11 PM 
Monterey Savings. 

530 Front St. Santa Cruz 
K.Norris 408) 426-8269 


Syntex C C 
Thursdays (call first) 
3401 Hillview Ave. 
Palo Alto, Steve DeKec- 
zer, 855-5398 


Vallejo Chess Club 
meets Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Center 
333 Amador St. G.Rass- 
mussen 707)642-7270 


Gr. Vallejo Chess A 
N. Vallejo Rec. Center 
1121 Whitney Ave. 
Saturdays 5:30 - midn. 
Emie 707) 557-0707 


Visalia C C 
Community Room 
Valley Federal Savings 
Fridays (call first) 
A.Fifield 209)734-2784 
C.Fotias 209)732-1835 


Walnut Creek- CC 
Thursdays 2-5:30 PM 
2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
Dr. Pascal Baudry 

415) 2843989 


Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 - midn. 
Buttes Christian Manor, 
223 F - St. Marysville 
T.Gietych 916)742-7071 
Meeting Info..: Ellis 
Martin at address above. 








California Chess Journal 
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CALENDAR 
April May continued 
16 Vallejo Quads zl Vallejo Quads 
Ernest Valles Ernest Valles 
GIO TII 9576010 29 -.30- Sunnyvale ШЕКА Y 
16 - 17 Rohnert Park Jim Hurt 916) 525-1// 
Walter Randle Wha 
(104357. T95-— 2220 June Y 
23 - 24 Chico Open I 
Matthew Ek 916)894-5105 4 Vallejo Quads  - 
30 Vallejo Quads / Valles Ernest Valles 
30 = (1) San Jose Státe: Game7l1 4 - 5 San Jose 
Francisco Sierra Francisco Sierra 
(408) 241-1447 5 Walnut Creek Quads 
Dr. Pascal Baudry ! 
May 10 - 12 SF/Mechanics: Star T 
Max Wilkerson 
1 Novato Quads (415) 421-2256 
Art Marthinsen 18 - 19 Livermore Charles? 
(415) 456-1540 (415) 447-5067 D 
25 - 26 Berkeley/UCB E 
8 Walnut Creek Quads Andy Lazarus 
Dr. Pascal Baudry (415) 658-4454 Pi 


(415) 2894-3989 
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The California Chess Journal is published 
monthly. 


To subscribe send check or money order 
to: 

Calif. Chess Journal 
Hans Poschmann 

4621 Seneca Park Ave. 
Fremont CA 94538 


Subscription price: $ 15.00 for one year 
(12 issues) 

You can cancel your subscription any time 
and the unused portion of your money 
will be refunded. 


Due to illness this issue was again 
late. I extended all expiration dates 
by one month and declare this is- 
sue a double issue. 


Note: The Postoffice will NOT forward 
this kind of mail. Please notify us if you 
change your address. 


General Editor: 

Open Position ??? 

Send all material not concerning a subsec- 
tion editor to the publisher 

see above 


Subsection Editors 

General Interest: 

R. E. Fauber, 4125 Zephyr Way 
Sacramento CA 95821 


Endgames: 
Craig Mar, 555 S. - 10th St. #5 
San Jose, CA 95112 


Chess Literature - Val Zemitis, 
436 Citadel Dr., Davis CA, 95616 


Correspondence Chess and 
For the young player 





Erik Osbun, 220 Mariposa, 
Ridgecrest CA 93555 


Calif. Chess History 
Guthrie Mc Clain 
Box 8015, Pulga CA 95965 


Tournament Chess 
Philip D. Smith, 6495 N. Ferger Ave., 
Fresno CA 93704 


Local Games Annotator 
Gabriel Sanchez, 450 N. Mathilda 
# K-204, Sunnyvale CA 94086 


Speed Chess and Bulletins 
Walter Browne, 8 Parnassus Rd. 
Berkeley CA 94708 


University Chess 
Peter Yu, 2724 Channing Way #103 
Berkeley CA 94720 


All opinions expressed by the edi- 
tors are not necessarily those of 
the publisher. 


Directory: 

Lera Memorial tnmt. 3 
Rohnert Park tnmt. 7 
Plaza International tnmt. 8 
Hayward Scholastic tnmt. 12 
Out of Calif. past 14 
Blitz Championships 16 
Bay area splinters 17 
Tips and Tricks 19 
Book Reviews 21 
Open Line - Kolty Museum 22 
Sacramento Sectional 23 
Pre WW II Tournaments 24 
Endgame and Middlegame Lab 27 
Simul Craig Mar 29 


Note: Please send all material that con- 
cerns a special Subsection Editor to him at 
the address given. All others to the pub- 
lisher. 
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20th ANNUAL 


LERA MEMORIAL DAY CLASS 
CHAMPIONSHIPS 


T. tournament had several 


good highlights this year. One of 
which was a better turn-out of 
129 players. 


The other was the perfect score 
by Liz Neely of Santa Cruz in 
the Expert Division. 


A clear winner in the Open Divi- 
sion was Paul Cornelius 
(2350), of Redwood City with a 
score of 5.5 points earning $ 350 


Thanks to the Tournament Direc- 
tors Jim Hurt and Ted Yudacufski 
for a smooth operation of the 
tournament which celebrated it's 
20th anniversary. 


Complete results as well as the 
Brilliancy Prize games follow: 


"OPEN" 

lst Paul Cornelius (2350), Red- 
wood City, 5.5 - .5, $ 350 

2nd -3rd Bill Orton (2291), San 
Francisco and Paul Cripe (2284), 
Modesto, 4.5 - 1.5, $ 175 each 


"EXPERT" 
Ist Liz Neely (2141), Santa Cruz 
6 - 0, $ 300. 
2nd - 4th Rodolfo Hernandez 


May 28, 29, and 30, 1988 


(2195), Oakland, Gene Lee 
(2130), Mountain View, апа 
Michael W. Tomey (2109), Sun- 
nyvale, 4.5 - 1.5, $ 100 each. 


"A-Class" 

Ist Philip McCready (1966), 
Seattle, Washington, 5 - 1 $ 250 
2nd - 3rd Jonathan Fisher (1988), 
and Virgilio Fuentes (1862), S. 
San Francisco, 4.5-1.5, $125 ea. 


"B-Class" 

Ist - 3rd Leon Rothstein (1726), 
Sacramento, Robert Pellerin 
(1709), Fremont, and Liza K. 
Toth (1623), Mountain View, 
4.5 - 1.5, $ 125 each. 


"C-Class" 

Ist Erik M. Kline (1559), Sara- 
toga, 5.5 - .5, $ 120 

2nd Keith Hesteande (1557) , 
Sunnyvale, 4.5 - 1.5, $ 80 

3rd - 4th Leonard Trottier 
(1570), El Cerrito, and Larry C. 
Smith (1545), San Jose, 4 - 2 

$ 20 each 


"D-Unrated" 

Ist Eamon Galligan (unr), Sun- 
nyvale, 6 - 0, $ 80 2nd Lar Mad- 
er (unr), Santa Cruz, 4.5 - 1.5, $ 
40, 3rd - 4th A.Yin (1397) Fre- 
mont, and A. Stein (1343), Los 
Altos, 4 - 2, $ 25 each. 


Paul Cripe (2284) 
William Wharton (2350) 
Sicilian Defense 


1. е4 с5 2. 04 сі 3.c3 dc 
4. Nxc3 Nc6 5. МЗ d6 6. 
Вс4 аб 7. 0-0 М6 8. Вр5 
еб 9. Ое2 h6 10. Be3 Be7 
11. Rfdl Bd7 12. №4 Qa5 
13.14 Оһ5 14. Nf3 g5 15. 
e5 de 16.fe Ng4 17. Rxd7 
Kxd7 18.Bb6 Ke8 19. Qe4 
Ncxe5 20.h3 Nxf3 21. Qxf3 
NÍ6 
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22. Qxb7 Rd8 23. Bxd8 
Bxd8 24.В41 g4 25. Qc6+ 
Kf8 26. Rxd8+ Ко 
27. Rxh8 gh 28. Qc8 h2+ 
29. Kh1 Ng4 30. Rg8+ Kh7 
31. Ne4 Resigns. 
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Steve Matthews (2115) 
Robert Kichinski (2057) 
Ruy Lopez 


1.е4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 
f5 4.d4 fe 5. Bxc6 bc 6. 
NxeS5 Qh4 7.Qe2 Bd6 8.13 
Ne7 9.g3 Qf6 10. Qxe4 0-0 
11. Be3 Rb8 12.b3 c5 13. 
Ng4 Qf7 14. Qd3 Bb7 15. Rgl 
cd 16. Bxd4 h5 17. Nh2 Nc6 
18. Be3 Nb4 19. Qd2 Nd5 
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Can White defend?? 

20. Nfl Rbe8 21. Kdl 
Nxe3+ 22. fe Ве5 23. Ксі 
Rf5 Resigns 0: 1 


Philip McCready (1966) 
John Alioto (1837) 
Kings Indian Attack 


1. МІЗ Һ6 2.23 Bb7 3.Bg2 
Nf6 4.0-0 e6 5.43 45 6. 
Nbd2 Be7 7.e4 0-0 8.e5 
Nfd7 9.d4 c5 10.c3 a5 1l. 
Rel Nc6 12.Nfl1 a4 13. h4 
c4 14, МІҺ2 Re8 15. ВІЗ 
һб 16. һ5 М8 17. №4 М7 
18. Bf4 Ng5 19. Kg2 Nxh3 
20. Kxh3 Bf8 
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21. Bxh6 Kh8 22. Ng5 Qc7 23. 
Bxg7+ Bxg7 24. Qc2f5 25. ef 
Bxf6 26. Nxf6 Rf8 27. Nxe6 
Qf7 28. Ng5 Resigns 1:0 


Joseph Salazar (1660) 
John Connell (1682) 

Ruy Lopez 

1.е4е5 2. МІЗ Ксб 3. ВЬ5 аб 
4. Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. Rel 
b5 7.Bb3 0-0 8.c3 d6 9. d4 
Bg4 10. Qd3 Bxf3 11. Qxf3 ed 
12.Bc2 Ne5 13. Qe2 dc 14. Nxc3 
c6 15. h3 Qc7 16. fA Ned7 17. 
Be3 b4 18. Nd1 Rfe8 19. Всі 
d5 20.65 Ne4 21. Nf2 Nec5 
22. Bb1 f6 23.Qc2 g6 24. 
Ng4 f5 25. Nh6+ Kg7 26. Nxf5 
gf 27. Qxf5 Rh8 28. Bd4 Rag8 
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29. еб- МІ6 30. Ехс5 Кі 
31. Bxf6 Вс5+ 32 Bd4+ Ke8 


33. Bxc5. Qg7 34. Оһ5+ Ка | 


35. e7+ Кос? 
Rxe8 
Qxe8 Qxb2 39. Ое7+ КЫ 
40. Qa7+ Resigns 1:0 


36. е8(М) 


Erik Kline (1549) 
Michael Heggarty (1474) 
Pirc Defense 


1. е4 46 2.44 М6 3. № 
g6 4.Be3 Bg7 5.Bc4 сб ( 


37. Rxe8 Вхе8 34) 


ж 


f3 0-0 7.р4 5 8. ВЬЗ М. 


9. Nce2 a5 10.54 М7 1! 


Qd2 Re8 12.h5 Nf8 lih 


Nxg6 14. ВЬб ВҺ8 15. №. 


еб 16. Qh2 a4 17. Nxg6 fr 
18. Bc4 Re7 19.e5 Ne8 X 


Bg5 d5 21.Bxe7 Qxe7 2 


Bd3 Qf7 
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23. Nh3 Ra7 24. М4 КВ 
25. Ng6+ hg 26. Qxh8+ Qg 
27. Bxg6 Rg7 28. Qxg& 
Kxg8 29. Bxe8 Resigns 1:1! 








Tim Korotyukov (1380) 

Edward Bowman (unrated) 
Queen's Gambit Accepted 
1.44 45 2.с4 4с 3.е4 еб 


4. Bxc4 МІ6 5.е5 Ме4 6. 


МІЗ Мсб 7.a3 Be7 8.0-0 
0-0 9. Re1 Na5 10. Ваз 
Ng5 11. Nxg5 Bxg5 
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12. ОҺ5 h6 13. Bxg5 Qxd4 
14. Re3. Qxb2 15. Rg3 Rd8 


16. Bxd8 Qxal 17. Qxh6 Qxe5 


18. Qh7+ Resigns 1:0 
Ot! in! i Я 


Liz Neely (2141) 
Michael Tomey (2109) 
Sicilian Defense 


l.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 
cd 4.Nxd4 g6 5. Be3 Nf6 


6. Nc3 Bg7 7.Bc4 0-0 8. 


Nxc6 bc 9.e5 Ne8 10. 4 
Kh8 11.Qd2 f6 12.h4 fe 


13.15 Маб 14. Bb3 NfS 15. 


hg h6 16.fe Ng3 


À happy Liz Neely (despite the skunk button) 





17. 0-0-0 Nxh1 18. ЕхҺ1 Ba6 

19. Bf7. Rxf7 20. gf Qf8 
21. Bxh6 Bxh6 22. Rxh6+ 
Kg7 23. Qg5+ Kxf7 24. 
Qg6++ Mate 





Photo: Richard Shorman 








Vera Frenkel (2097) 
Mark Gagnon (1943) 
QP Counter Gambit 


1l. e4 e5 2. Nf3 dS 3.ed Bd6 
4. Bb5-- c6 S5. dc bc 6. Bc4 


Nf6 7.d3 Bg4 8.Bg5 Nbd7 


9. Nbd2 Qc7 10. h3 Bh5 
11. 0-0. 0-0 12. Rel Rabs 
13. Rb]. Kh8 14. Nf1l h6 
15. Bd2 Nb6 16. Bb3 Nbd5 
17. Ng3. Bg6 18. Nh4 Bh7 
19. Nhf5 BcS 20. Qf3 Rfe8 
21.с4 Ne7 22. Nxh6 Моб 
23. Bg5 М4 24. Кхе5 Кхе5 
25. Qxf4 Bd6 


See diagram next column 
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26. Qxf6 Bg6 27. ОЯЗ Rxg5 
28. NhfS Bxg3 29. Nxg3 Без 

30. Ва4 Веб 31. Rdl Rge5 

32. d4 Bh5 33. Qa3 Bxdl 
34. de Bxa4 35. Qf8+ Kh7 
36. Nf5 Qxe5 37. Qxf7 Bc2 
38. Nd4 Rf6 39. Qxa7 Rd6 
Resigns 0:1 








Paul Cornelius (2350) 
Bill Orton III (2291) 
Slav Defense 


1. 44 45 2.с4 сб 3.ND | 


NÍ6 4.Nc3 dc 5.a4 Bg4 6 
e3 еб 7.Bxc4 Bb4 8.Qbj 


Qe7 9.Ne5 Bh5 10. 0-0 00 . 


11. f3 Nd5 12. g4 Bg6 13, 
М f6 14. Nxg6 hg 15,4 
Nc7 16.f5 Re8 17.fe Bxd 
18. bc Nxe6 19. d5 cd 20, 
ed Qc54 21. Khl Rc8 2) 
Be2 Nd8 23.c4 Nd7 24. Be} 


Qd6 25.Racl Nc5 26.QQ | 


g5 27. Bd4 Rc7 28. Qg6 
Qe7 


See diagram next page 





Paul Cornelius, Bill Orton, and Paul Cripe 


Photo: Richard Shorman 
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29. Bxf6 Qf7 30. Qxg5 Ne4 
31. Bxd8 Nxg5 32. Rxf7 


Rxf7 33. Bxg5 Ве8 34. В43 

КІЗ 35. Rdl ReS 36. Bh4 

g5 37. Bg3 Re7 38. d6 

Rh7?? 39. Bxh7+ Resigns 
1:79 


Robert Raingruber (2097) 
Gary Smith (2015) 
Danish Gambit 


l.e4 e5 2.d4 ed4 3.c3 d5 
4. edS Qxd5 5.cd4 Nc6 6. 
МІЗ Вр4 7.Ве2 МІ6 8. №3 
Bb4 9.0-0 048 10.45 Вхс3 
11. dc6 Qxd1 12. Rxd1 Bas5 


13. cb7 Rb8 14. Bb5+ Ke7 
15. Всб Ne8 16. Be3 Bb6 
17. Re1 Kd6 18. Racl Bxe3 
19. Rxe3 Nf6 20. №4 аб 
21. Rd3 Веб 22. Nxe6+ 
Kxe6 23. Rel+ Kf5 24. 
Rf3+ Kg6 25.Ra3 Rhd8 26. 
Rxa6 Rd6 27. Ra8 Rxc6 
28. Rxb8 Rb6 29. b3 Nd5 
30. Е41 ММ 31.Rcl Nc6 
32. Rc8 Kf6 33. h3 Ke6 34. 
Rxc6+ 

Black resigns 

Lug 








1819 Unnual Rohnert Par? Tournament 


Report by Walter Randle 


The Rohnert Park 
Tournament Chess Club 
held its 18th Annual Chess 
Tournament April 16 and 
17 and had 53 entrants 
highlighted by the atten- 
dance of 5 masters. 


Master Richard Kelson of 
Clayton, CA won the 
$250.00 open prize with a 
perfect 4-0 while the ad- 
ditional class prizes were 
split among 10 players. 
Jaime Peralez of Sunny- 
vale, CA and Ken Lofgren of 
santa Rosa, CA shared an 
additional $25.00 prize 
added for the 6 unrated 
Players entered. There 


were some very surprising 
results led by the 6 hour, 
120 move draw of Mark 
Drury, 1792, with a 2264 
rated player. Sam Pearl- 
man, 1593, defeated an 
unrated and an 1802, drew 
a 2015, and lost to a 2426 
while brother Carl, 1482, 
had draws against a 1785 
and a 1959 while defeating 
a 1859 and an 1874. I'll 
bet their ratings jump! 

Arthur Willis, 1589, 


playing in his second tour- 
nament, gave his opponents 
all they wanted, managing 
to defeat a 1920 and an un- 
rated while losing to an 
1839 and a 2056. Though 


other games went contrary 
to the ratings, these were 
the biggest surprises 
(shocks?) of the tourna- 
ment. 


On July 9 and 10 we will 
host the Multivision Open. 
On September 17 and 18 
we will host Rohnert 
Park's Koltanowski's Open, 
a combination birthday 
party/tournament with 
coffee and cake with George. 
Contact Walter W. Randle, 
842 Lilac Way, Rohnert 
Park, CÀ. (707)795- 
2220 for details or check 
your Chess Life. 








he Plaga International Chess Tourranent 
Wellington, New Zealand 


The Plaza International 


Chess Tournament was concluded 
in Wellington, New Zealand, on 
March 27, the strongest ever for 
this part of the world. The tour- 
nament was organized to mark 
the opening of the Plaza Interna- 
tional Hotel during the New Zea- 
land International Festival of the 
Arts. The winners were grand- 
masters Boris Spassky of France, 
Murray Chandler of G.B. (for- 
merly of New Zealand) and Edu- 
ard Gufeld of the Ukraine Soviet 
State with 7 1/2 points (of 10). 
4th and Sth places were shared by 
IM Zsuzsa Polgar of Hungary 
and GM Ian Rogers of Australia 
with 6 1/2 points. GM Larry 
Christiansen of the U.S.A. 
rounded out the upper house with 
6 points and 6th place. The best 
New Zealander was their national 
champion, Jonathan Sarfati, with 
4 points and 7th place. Other 
New Zealanders were IM Ortvin 
Sarapu and FM Vernon Small at 
3 points, Russell Dive at 2 
points, and Anthony Ker at 1 1/2 
points. Top-ranked West Ger- 
man grandmaster Robert Hubner 
dropped out after one round of 
play because of illness. 


The last round was tense. Spas- 
sky or Chandler were candidates 






by Erik Osbun 


for sole winner in their individual 
game, as Eduard Gufeld had the 
last bye. They reached the fol- 
lowing position after 21 moves 
of a Queen's Gambit Accepted 
with Spassky having the White 
pieces: 
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The tired Spassky played 22. 
Nxc5? after 20 minutes thought, 
whereas 22. Bc3 would have won 
a piece. The game concluded 
drawn after 45 moves, fixing the 
triple tie for first place. 


Two annotated games and six of 
the more choice technical festivi- 
ties from the tournament follow. 
I am indebted to Mr. Max Wig- 
bout of Wellington for the tour- 
nament bulletins, copies of 
which may be had from New 
Zealand Chess Supplies, P.O. 
Box 42-090, Wainuiomata, N.Z., 
or from Bernard Carpinter, 7 






Broomhill Road, Wellington 5, ’ 
N.Z.. 


Wellington, 1988. Round 1 
White: Ian Rogers 


Black: Robert Hubner 
Sicilian Defense 


1. e4 c5 
2. Nf3 d6 
3. d4 cd 
4. Nxd4 Nf6 
5. Nc3 a6 
6. Be3 е5 
7. Nb3 Be7 
8. Be2 0-0 


The usual move, but Rogers sug- 
gests that 8...Be6 is more accu- 
rate. 


9. g4 Веб 
10. 25 Nfd7 
11. 042 Nb6 
Коа 4,270 


An inaccuracy that should have 
been met by 12...a5 in order to , 
discourage Queen-side castling 
12. 0-0-0 is best. 
Ia «о N8d7?! 
13. 0-0-0 Rc8 
If now 13...a5 14. Kbl a4 15. 
Nel a3 16. b3-Rc8 17. Bf3, and , 


White has the advantage. 
14. Kbl Nc4 
15. Bxc4 Rxc4 
16. f3 Qc7?! 
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An apparently poor post for the 
Queen in view of the coming 


Nd5. Rogers thought that Black 
ought to try 16...£5!?, for if 17. 
gf6 Nxf6, or 17. Nd5 fe 18. 
Nxe7+ Qxe7 19. Ох46 ОҒ?! 20. 
Nd2? Rc6! Lacking an immediate 
refutation, White should try for 
the advantage with 17. Qd3. 


17. 5 Rc8 
18. g6 fg 
19. hg hg 
20. Nd5 Qd8 
31) 63! R4c6 
22. Rdgl Nf8 
23. f4 ef? 


An error opening up the highway 
to his King's stronghold. It 
would have been better to main- 
tain the Pawn center with 
23...Bf6!? 


On 23...Bf6, Rogers thought that 
24. f5 gf 25. Nxf6+ Qxf6 26. 
Bg5 Qf7 27. Qh2 Ng6 28. Be7! 
was decisive, but 28...Qxe7 29. 
Rxg6 Kf8! (not 29...Kf7? 30. 
Rxg7+ Kxg7 31. Rgl+ Kf7 
32. Qh5-- Kf8 33. Qh8+ Kf7 
34. Rg7+ Kf6 35. Qh6++) 30. 
Qh8+ Bg8 31. Rlgl R8c7! 32. 
ef dS permits Black to defend. 
Can anyone out there find better 
for White? 

24. Nxf4 45 

25. Nxd5?! 
After the game Hubner showed 
that 25. Nd4! de4?! 26. Nfxe6 
Nxe6 27. Nxc6 Rxc6 wins for 
White. 

ҒАС АР Кс4? 
Black should play 25...Bxd5 26. 
exd5 Rd6 27. Rdl! (27. Bd4? 


Rxd5! 28. Rh8+ Kf7, and Black 
holds ), and White has technical 
problems. 

26. Bd4! Bxd5 

27. Rh8+ Kf7 
Not 27...Kxh8 28. Qh6+, and 
mates next move. 


28. exd5 Qxd5 
29. Rfl+ Bf6 
30. Bxf6 Qe4+ 


Not 30...Qxd2 31. Bd4+, and 
White wins a piece. 
31. Kal gxf6 
32. Rel Qf5 
If 32...Qf4 33. Qd5+, and White 
wT ns: 


33. Nd4 Qg5 
34. Qh2 Rxd4 
35. Rxf8+ Kxf8 
36. Qh8+ Kf7 
37. Qxc8 Qes5 


They were in time trouble. 
38. Qxb7+ Kf8 
39. ОҺ1! Resigns 


Wellington, 1988 Round 9 
Sicilian Defense 


White: Boris Spassky 
Black: Eduard Gufeld 


1. е4 с5 
2. Nc3 Nc6 
3. g3 g6 
4. Bg2 Bg7 
5. 43 46 
6. f4 еб 

Botvinnik preferred 6...e5. 
7.Nf3 Nge7 
8. 0-0 0-0 
9. Be3 Nd4 
10. Bf2 


White prepares to capture on d4 
with the Knight it seems. An- 
other line is 10. Qd2, ignoring 
Black's best posted piece for the 
time being and also preparing e5 
as in the game. 


19.52. Nxf3+ 
11. Bxf3 Nc6 
12. Bg2 Nd4?! 


Inflexible, better is 12...b6 or 
12...Rb8 (Spassky-Karpov, Li- 
nares, 1983.) 

13. е5! йе 
Loosening, but the solid line 
13...d5 14. Na4 b6 15. c3 Nc6 
16. d4 cd 17. cd Ba6 18. Rel 
Rc8 19. Qd2 grants Black less 
operational territory and negli- 
gible counterplay. 

14. fe Вхе5 

15. Ne4 f5 
The tournament bulletin shows 
that 15...Qc7 16. c3 Nc6 17. 
Bxc5 Rd8 18. d4 b6 19. Ba3 
Bb7 20. Qf3 Bg7 (If 20...Nxd4 
21. сха4 Вха4- 22. Khl f5 23. 
Nf6+!) 21. Nd6 Rxd6 22. Bxd6 
Qxd6 23. Qxf7+ is not a viable 
defense for Black. 


Jack Peters in the LA Times sug- 
gests 15...c4, since White recov- 
ers the c-Pawn in any event. Af- 
ter 16. dc in reply, White will 
attempt to brand Black's Q- 
Bishop a laggard. 
16. Мхс5 0462! 

Quite interesting is the alterna- 
tive line given in the tournament 
bulletin: 16...Qc7 17. b4 Nb5 
(Ог 17...Вр7 18. a4 e5 19. c3 
Nc6 20. а5+) 18. а4 Вха1 19. 
Qxal Nd6 20. Bd4. Black has 








10 


material compensation for the se- 
rious positional concessions he 
has given. 

17. b4 Rb8 
Food for thought are the interest- 
ing alternatives given in the tour- 
nament bulletin: 

17...35 18. а4 №3 19. 
Qd2 Ne4 20. Nxe4 fxe4 21. 
Bxe4 Bxal 22. Rxal+. 

17...Nb5 18. a4 Bxal 
19. Qxal Nc7 20. Nxb7 Bxb7 
21. Bxb7 Qxb4 (21...Rab8 22. 
Bc5) 22. Bxa8 Rxa8 23. Qe5, 
followed by 24. Bd4+. 

17...Bg7 18.a4e5 19. 
c3 Nc6 20. a5, with advantage 
for White. 


18. c3 NbS 
19. d4 Bf6 
20. Qb3 b6 

21. Nd3 Bb7 


Black disposes of his bad Bishop, 
but his central deficiency of 
Pawn structure remains. 


22. Bxb7 Rxb7 
23. a4 Nc7 
24. Rfel Nd5? 


Allows White to force the situa- 
tion. Black should either be 
more patient with 24...Rbb8 in 
the style of Rubinstein, or else 
prevent White's Nf4 with 24...g5 
in the style of Nimzowitsch. 

25. c4 Ne7 

26. Nf4 Nc6 
Black rejects 26...Bxd4 27. Radl 
Bxf2+ 28. Kxf2 Qb8 29. Nxe6 
Rc8 30. c5 with good reason. 

27. Rxe6 Qxb4 

28. Qd3 Ne7 
Black has to protect d5. His 
Queen is running out of good 
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29. Bel 
30. Bc3 
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31. Rxf6!  Rxf6 
32. d5 Kf7 
If 32...Rd6 33. ЕМІ Qxa4 (If 
33...0a3 34. Qd4 Kf7 35. Bb4 
Qa2 36. Ral, and White wins) 
34. Qd4 Kf7 35. Qg7+ Ke8 36. 
Bb4 Rd8 37. Ne6, and White 


wins. 

33. Меб Кхеб 
Forced, as White threatened 34. 
Nd4. 

34. 4хеб- Ккхеб 

35. Rel-« КІ? 

36. 044 Оха4 

37. Qg7+ Ke8 

38. Bf6 Kd8 


Or 38...Qb4 39. Qg8+ Kd7 40. 
Кхе7+. 


39. (18+ Qeg 

40. Rdl+ Rd7 

41. Bxe7+ Кс7 

42. Qxe8 Resigns 
Ruy Lopes 
Gufeld-Christiansen 
Round 1 





1.e4e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 af 
4. Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. Re 
b5 7. Bb3 d6 8. c3 0-0 9. 
Nd7 10. d4 Bf6 11. Be3 Naj 
12. Bc2 Nc4 13. Bcl ed 14 сі 
c5 15. Nc3 Bb7 16. b3 cd 17 
Nxd4 Qa5 18. bxc4 Qxc3 19 
Be3 Qxc4 20. Bb3 Qc7 21. Re 


Qb8 22. Nf5 Bxe4 23. Nx¢ 
Bg6 24. Bd5 Ne5 25. Ne4 Bxe 


26. Bxe4 Ra7 27. Bxa7 Qxaj 
28. Qc2 g6 29. Qc7 Qd4 X 


Rcd1 Qa4 31. Bd5 Qf4 32. Qi 


Kg7 33. Qe4 Qxe4 34. Bxe 
Nc4 35. Bb7 a5 36. Rd5 М 
37. Re4 Rb8 38. Rxc4 Rxb] 
39. Rxa5 b3 40. ab Rxb3 4| 
g3 h5 42. Ra7 Bd8 43. Ri 
Rb8 44. Kg2 Bf6 45. Rcc7 Ni 
46. Kf3 BeS 47. Rb7 Bc3 4 
Ke4 Bel 49. Ke3 Bc3 50. Ki 
Bel 51. Rb2 Rc8 52. Re7 B3 
53. Rbb7 Rf8 54. Кс4 КЕ 5 
Red7 Bel 56. Rb6+ Kg7 5) 


Rb2 Re8 58. Каз Ка8 59. К. 


Раб 60. Ее7 Ва5 61. Ке2 КК 
62. Kf1 Bb6 63. Kg2 Rf5 6 


Rb7 Bd4 65. Rb4 Bf6 66. К 


В48 67. Rd7 Bf6 68. g4 hg (i 


hg Re5 70. Rbb7 g5 71. Rxf; 


Коб 72. КІЗ Кеб 73. Ri 
Ra6, Adjourned. Black resigns, 


Falkbeer Conter Gambit 
Spassky-Polgar 
round 2 


1. e4 e5 2. f4 d5 3. ed có! 
Nc3 ef 5. Nf3 Bd6 6. 44% 
7. dc Nbxc6 8. d5 Nb4 9. Be 
BfS 10. Bb3 0-0 11. 0-0 Bg 
12. Ме4 МІ5 13. c3 Na6 ! 


ьо (УІ ” ссу сә, 22% (09 


05 % 
6. Ве 
9. hi 
3 №; 
14. сі 
cd 1) 
3 19, 
1. Rel 
. Nxd 
4 Bxe 
(Оха? 
14 3 
32. Qc 
. Вхе 
d5 b 
Rxb] 
b3 4| 
3. К 
c7 Ni 
c3 4j 
0. Кі 
7 Ва 
6 5 
2] 9 
30. Rc 
e2 Rit 
[5 6 
56. Rc 
hg 6 
, Вхі 
. Кій 
Signs. 


abit 


| c6 ! 
14 № 
9, Во 
-0 Bg 
аб ! 





Bc2 Bc7 15. Nf2 Bxf3 16. Qxf3 
Ne3 17. Bxe3 fxe3 18. Ng4 
Qg5 19. Кае1 Кае8 20. КҺІ е2 
21. Rxe2 Rxe2 22. Qxe2 Qxd5 
23. Bb3 Qd7 24. Ne5 Bxe5 25. 
Охе5 №7 26. h3 Qc8 27. Qe7 
Kh8 28. Rxf7 Rxf7 29. Bxf7 
b6 30. b4 a5 31. b5 h6 32. a4 
Na8 33. Be6 Qb8 34. Bd5 Nc7 

35. Bc6 Qc8 36. c4 Na8 37. 
Qb7 Qxb7 38. Bxb7 Nc7 39. 
c5 bc. 40. b6 Ne6 41. Bd5 Nf8 

42. Bc6 Resigns. 


Bogolyubov Indian 
Defense 
Polgar-Christiansen 
Round 5 


1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 Bb4+ 
4. Bd2 Qe7 5. g3 Nc6 6. Bg2 
Bxd2+ 7. Nbxd2 d6 8. 0-0 a5 

9. е4 е5 10. 15 МЬ8 11. Nel 
Na6 12. Nd3 0-0 13. f4 c6 14. 
Qb3 Nd7 15. Qa3 Nac5 16. 
Nxc5 Nxc5 17. b4 Nd7 18. 
Racl c5 19. b5 g6 20. Rcel 
Kg7 21. Qc3 b6 22. Nf3 Re8 

23. RÉ2 Nf8 24. fe de 25. h3 h6 
26. ReflRa7 27.h4 Nh7 28. 
Qe3 Qd6 29. Nh2 h5 30. Qf3 
КІ8 31. Ое2 048 32. МІЗ Вр4 

33. 052 Bxf3 34. Rxf3 Qe7 

35. Bh3 Raa8 36. Qd2 Rad8 

37. R1f2 Rd6 38. Qe3 Rf6 39. 
Rxf6 Nxf6 40. Qg5 Qd6 41. 
Qe3 Rh8 42. Kf1 Ne8 43. Qg5 
(6 44. Qe3 Qe7 45. Be6 Nd6 

46. Qe2 Kf8 47. Kel Qg7 48. 
Kdl Ke7 49. Kc2 Qh6 50. Rf1 
85 51. Kd3 Rh7 52. Qf3 gh 

53. gh Rg7 54. Bf5 a4 55. Qh3 
Мхс4 56. ВЇ2 Ос1 57. Bc8 


О41- 58. Кс3 Qd4+ 59. Re- 
signs. 


Dutch Defense 
Ker-Polgar 
Round 6 


l. d4 f5 2. c4 g6 3. g3 Bg7 4. 
Bg2 Nf6 5. Nf3 0-0 6. 0-0 d6 
7. Nc3 Qe8 8. d5 Na6 9. Be3 
Bd7 10. Qd2 Ng4 11. Bf4 Nc5 
12. 13 МІ6 13. М44 сб 14, 
Racl Nce4 15. Nxe4 Nxe4 16. 
Вхе4 Іхе4 17. Кр2 Qf7 18. dc 
bc 19. Bh6 c5 20. Bxg7 Kxg7 
21. МЫЗ Qe6 2. Rhl Rxf2+ 23. 
Kxf2 e3+ 24. Qxe3 Rf8+ 25. 
Qf3 Bc6 26. Qxf8+ Kxf8 27. 
Rhfl Ke8 28. Rc3 Qf5+ 29. 
Kel Qbl« 30. Kf2 Qf5+ 31. 
Kel Qxh3 32. Nd2 Bg2 33. 
КІ? Оһ1+ 34. Nfl hS 35. e3 
Bxfl 36. Rxfl Qg2 37. Rb3 
Qxg3+ 38. Ke2 h4 39. Rb84 
Kd7 40. Rh8 g5 41. Rff8 Qg4+ 
42. Kd3 Qdl+ 43. Kc3 Qci+ 
44. Kd3 Qxb2 45. Rd8+ Ke6 
46. Rh6+ Kf5 47. Resigns 


Queen's Gambit Declined 
Spassky-Christiansen 
Round 7 


1.d4d5 2.c4c6 3. Nf3 Nf6 4. 
Nc3 e6 5. Bg5 Nbd7 6. cd ed 
7. e3 Be7 8. Bd3 0-0 9. Qc2 
Re8 10. 0-0 Nf8 11.2335 12. 
Rabl Ne4 13. Bxe7 Qxe7 14. 
Nd2 Bf5 15. Bxe4 Bxe4 16. 
Ndxe4 dxe4 17. Rfdl Rad8 18. 
dS cd 19. Rxd5 Rxd5 20. Nxd5 
Ое5 21. №3 b5 22. Qb3 Rb8 
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23. Rdl b4 24. ab Rxb4 25. 
Qa2 g6 26. h3 Qc7 27. Qal 
Rc4 28. Nd5 Qe4 29. b3 Qxal 
30. Rxal Rc5 31. Nf6+ Kg7 
32. Nxe4 RbS 33. Ra3 Ne6 34. 
Nd6 Rb4 35. g4 Nd8 36. Вха5 
Rxb3 37. Ra7 Kf6 38. Kg2 h6 
39. Ne4+ Kg7 40. Rd7 Nc6 41. 
Kg3 Ra3 42. Rc7 Ne5 43. Nd6 
Каб 44. NbS Nd3 45. Rc3 МЫ 
46. Nd4 Nd5 47. Rc5 Nf6 48. 
КІЗ Ка7 49. ЕҺ5 Rc7 50. 
Ме2 Ка7 51. МІ4 Ес7 52. 
Nd3 Rd7 53.Ne5 Re7 54. 
hd Ra7 55. Мсб Ес7 56. 
Nd4 h5 57.g5 Ng4 58. Rb2 
Rcl 59. Kf4 Rel 60. Ra2 
Kf8 , Adjourned. 61. e4 Rdl 

62. Nb5 ВАЗ 63. #3 Мез 64. 
f3 Ne3 64. Ra8+ Ke7 65. 
№7 f5 66. Ra7 Ng2+ 67. 
Ke5 Rxf3 68. Nd5+ Kf8 69. 
Ke6 Nf4+ 70. Nxf4 Resigns 


Ruy Lopez 

Chandler - Sarfati 

Round 7. 

1. е4 е5 2. МЗ Nc6 3. BbS 
аб 4. Ва4 М6 5. 0-0 Ве7 
6. Ке1 5 7. ВЬЗ 0-0 8. сЗ 
dS 9. еі Nxd5 10. Мхе5 
Мхез 11. RxeS c6 12. d4 
Bd6 13. Rel Qh4 14.23 
Qh3 15. Be3 Bg4 16. Qd3 
Rae8 17. №2 Веб 18. a4 
Qh5 19. ab ab 20. Qfl Rfe8 
21. BxdS Qxd5 22. #3 ВҺ5 
15. ОІ2 15 24455 14 25. 
Bxf4 Bxf4 26. gf4 b4 27. 
Rxe6 Qxe6 28.cb Qg6+ 29. 
Khl 043 30. Rel Rxel+ 
31. Qxel Bxf3+ 32. Kgl 
Continued on page 21 
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Childrens Chess Tournament 
Hayward Public Library 


O n Saturday, April 16 1988 


the Hayward Public Library was 
the site of a successful Children's 
Chess Tournament attended by 
53 Players from Kindergarden to 
Oth grade. 

The event was organized by Ray 
Orwig assisted by his wife Gail. 
There was no charge to partici- 
pate and the chess boards and sets 
were provided. 

All winners received a medal. 


Here are the results: 


Primary Division 
lst Enoch Kwok 4-0 
2nd Chas Kernan 3-1 
Nicholas Kernan 3-1 
David Woods 3-1 
3rd Brian Bergondy 2-2 
Shaun Gambina 2-2 
Penny Hodges 2-2 
Frank Mendoza 2-2 


EI ! Divisi 
1st Robert Chang 4-0 
Ian Lee 4-0 
2nd Jeff Bajot 3-1 
Danny Gavrilivc 3-1 
Patrick Kerns 3-1 
Gideon Kwok 3-1 
Adel Saad 3-1 
Magsood Serang 3-1 
3rd Herman Hsuan 2 1/2 - 1 1/2 
Brian Rothbach 2 1/2 - 1 1/2 
Michael Valenzuela 
2.1/2 -41- 12 


1st Matthew Gross 4-0 
2nd Mark Ford 3-1 

Daniel Pryor 3-1 

Jeremy Roberts-Masons 3-1 
3rd David Ashton 2-2 

Noah Weston 2-2 

Willie Yamada 2-2 


A sample game by the winner of 
the Junior High division follows: 


W: Andrew Niheu (1201) 


B: Matthew Gross (1441) 
1. е4 М6 
2. №3 d5 
9.65 d 
4. Nb5 Nd5 
5. d3 c5 
6. Bg5 f6 
7. ег Nxf6 
8. Bxf6 gf 
9, Оһ5- Ка? 
10. Ве2 е5 
11. h3 Nc6 
12. Bg4+ Ke7 
13. Bxc8 Qxc8 
14. 0-0-0 Qd8 
15. Ne2 Nb4 
16. Kbl Qb6 
17. a3 Qxb5 
18. ab a5! 
19. ba Qxa5 
20. Kcl Оа1+ 
21. Kd2 Qxb2 
22. Rb1! Qa3 
23. Rxb7+ Кай 
24. f4! Оа5-- 


25. Kdl Bd6 
26. Qf7 Bc7 
27. Qg7 Kc8 
28. Rb2? Qal+ 
29. Rb1? Ох» 
30. №1 Rd8 
31. Qxh7 Ral 
32. Kd2 Qb4+ 
33. Ke2 Qb2 
34. Kdl Rxcl+ 
35. Kd2 Охс2+ 
0-1 


Matthew Gross is a student: 
Richard Shorman and his res 
is a repeat performance of a pr 
vious tournament. 


For information on future sch 
lastic tournaments contact R: 
Orwig 415 237-7956. 


Attention State Hi 
School Champions !! 


The fourth annual Arnold Denk 
Tournament of High Scho 
Champions is scheduled to! 
held August 8 - 13 in Bosto 
Massachusetts, concurrently wi 
the US OPEN. 

Upon arrival in Boston each pi 
ticipant will receive $ 200! 
help defray travel expenses. 
First prize is a $1000 scholarsi 


Northern California aspira 
can contact Alan Glascoe at4! 
652-5324 











7 
8 
11% 
xb1+ 


1 
04+ 
22 
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XC2+ 
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Winner of | 
Junior High 
Division: й 
Matthew I 
Gross | 


Left: | 
Кау апа | 
Gail Orwig | 


Photos: i 
Richard | 
Shorman 
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OUT OF THE PAST IN CALIFORNIA CHESS 
by Guthrie McClain ( Editor, The California Chess Reporter, 1951 - 1976) 


William P. Barlow 1904 - 1988 


Bill Barlow of Oakland died 
on April 13th, 1988, of heart 
failure following a long illness. 
He was just two days short of his 
84th birthday. Bill was one of 
the rock-solid chess enthusiasts 
of the 1920s and 1930s who did 
so much for chess in Northern 
California. Besides competing as 
a team member of the Mechanics' 
Institute and University of Cali- 
fornia in matches against Los 
Angeles, Chicago, Portland, 
Seattle and various universities, 
he was in on the early days of the 
Castle Chess Club and was in- 
fluential in the formation of the 
California State Chess Federation 
in 1950. 


Barlow was one of the twelve 
players on the Northern Califor- 
nia Team when it played South- 
ern California via telegraph. 
These matches were also known 
as San Francisco vs. Los An- 
geles. The earliest mention I 
know of was of the Decoration 


Day* Telegraphic Chess Match 
of 1913 (a bit before Barlow's 
time). I do not know for certain 
that the early matches were 
played on 12 boards, but that was 
the size of the match when the 
teams decided that the time had 
come for personal contact - Deco- 
ration Day of 1926. As the late 
Fred N. Christensen of Oakland, 
historian of the North-South 
Matches, once put it: "With the 
development of fast-moving cars 
and excellent highways**...over- 
the-board encounters began. (At 
the 1926 Match, won by the 
South 7 1/2 - 4 1/2, one of the 
reasons for the North's loss was 
the breakdown of one of the cars, 
carrying five strong players in- 
cluding two State Champions. 

The players sat in the car all 
night. In the morning they 
caught a stage and arrived at San 
Luis Obispo utterly exhausted.)" 


Bill Barlow once told me of a 
breakdown on the way to one of 


the early North-South Matches, 


when the engine broke some. , 


thing in one of the cylinders and 
would not run. Bill had the 
broken piston removed and the 
crankcase bolted back on, where 
upon the engine started and the 


party limped into San Luis Obis. | 


po with one less working cylin. 
der than the car had started with. 


Barlow was co-captain, with 
Fred N. Christensen, of the 
North Team from 1931 through 
1940 (when the Match was post 


poned "for the duration"). Не! 


therefore was responsible for ele- 
ments of the statewide organiza 
tion that was in place in 1950 
when the California State Ches 
Federation was formed. Bill ani 


Fred were the only players to par. ' 


ticipate as players in every match 
from the first over-the-board 
match in 1926 until the 25th, in 
1958. They were presented with 
gold "bishop pins" at the same 


time as other players received’ 


* Decoration Day is now known as Memorial Day; this holiday for the purpose of placing flowers on the 
graves of war dead occurred on May 30th, and the North-South Match was held on the nearest Sunay. Nowa 
days, Memorial Day is celebrated on a Monday. 


** The reader (except for the really old ones) can only guess at the condition of the California highway sys- 
tem in 1926. You have to take my word for it: it was deplorable! Can you imagine creeping 15-20 mph 
behind a hay wagon for miles and miles on a two-lane road? .... As for the "faste-moving cars," 50 miles an 


hour was considered quite fast. 
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bronze pins (for 5 years) and sil- 
ver pins (for ten years). In his 
acceptance speech, Barlow an- 
nounced his retirement, saying 
that Fred Christensen would now 
be able to set his own endurance 
record without competition.* 


After graduating from U.C. in 
1926, Bill Barlow went to work 
for J. F. Smyth as a C.P.A. 
Smyth, a player in the early team 
matches, had an office close to 
the Mechanics’ Institute Chess 
Club. Accountants have "busy 
seasons" and in between it is 
possible to visit your club. Bill 
became a regular player at the 
Mechanics’ Institute, and when 
playing in a Kriegspiel** tourna- 
ment he once pulled off the fol- 
lowing brilliancy: 1.e4 d6 2. 
Вс4 Мсб 3. Оһ5 е5 4. ОҒ? 
mate. This game was entered by 
F. Huber in the famous M.I. 
Notebook, where I saw it. I do 
not recall the opponent's 
name, *** 


Bill Barlow had an unusual 
syle. He played the King's 
Gambit with the white pieces, 
but not with the idea of an attack 
on the King - he played for an 
end game! I only am in posses- 
sion of one game of Barlow's, so 


I am forced to present one of his 
losses. However, it is an excit- 
ing game which was played 
against the late, great Arthur B. 
Stamer, a former Mechanics' In- 
stitute champion. 


Team Match, 1952 
W: Wm. P. Barlow 
B: A. B. Stamer 


1. e4 e5 
2. f4 Вс5 
3. МІЗ 46 
4. c3 Мсб 
5. 44 ей 

6. са Bb6 
7. Nc3 Bg4 
8. Bb5 аб 

9. Ва4 ва7 
10. 0-0 Nge7 
11. Be3 0-0 
12. f5 f6 
13. Bb3+ Kh8 
14. Nh4 Qe8 
15. Rf3 Qh5 
16. Qd2 Qxh4 
17. Rh3 Qg4 
18. Bdl Qxh3 
19. gh Кае8 
20. Bh5 g6 
21. fg hg 
22. Bg4 f5 
23. ef5 Nxf5 
24. Nd5 Re4! 
25. Bf2 Nxd4 


2 
Ansa А 


e 





In a position of almost unbeara- 
ble tension, White finds a good 
move; he is prepared to give up 
his Q for as much material as 
possible. 


26. Qc3! Kh7 
27. Nxb6 Rxg4+ 
28. hg Ne2+ 


29. Kf1?? ; 
Short of time, White blows a 
won game. Correct was Kg2 
(it's all right now to go to that 
perilous diagonal because the B 
will soon leave the scene) 29. 
.Nxc3; 30. Nxd7 Rf7; 31. bc 
Ng7; 32. Nb8 and wins. 


Ды Nxc3 
30. Nxd7 Ne3+ 
31. Kel Мс2- 
32. KI КІ? 
33. Есі Ndl! 


A remarkable position. White is 
lost. 34. g5 Rxf2+ 35. 
Kgl Nce3 White resigns 


"Christensen played twelve more times, for a total of 37 when he played in the last match in 1970. 


** For the uninformed, this ancient game 
on a third table between. The referee tells 


pits two players back to back, with a referee making the moves 
the players when to move. The only information he gives out is 


checks, captures, and "tries" (a possible capture by a Pawn). Impossible moves are quietly waved off. 
*** The Notebook disappeared during WWII. It was full of goodies, and I would gladly pay $100 for its re- 
turn - no questions asked. 
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World Blitz Chess Association 


proudly presents 


ч 


The World Open Blitz Championship) 
July 4th 9330 PM Sharp! 


Projected prizes based on 120 players. 
Prizes increased $22 dollars per player over 120. If less, prizes will be reduced proportionately. 


TOP PRIZES: $700, 400, 200, 100, 60, 40 Г 
THE TOP TWO PLAYERS QUALIFY FOR U.S. BLITZ CHAMPIONS) 
CLASS PRIZES 


under 2300 under 2100 under 1900 under 1700 
$200,100 $200,100 $200,100 $200,100 | 


















Entry Fees: $38, $30 to WBCA members. Entries will: 
taken from 8:30 PM. ENTER EARLY! 
Include name and rating when sending | 
check or money order to WBCA. No 
checks accepted at site. 





Contact: President of WBCA—Walter 
Browne, 8 Parnassus Rd. 
Berkeley, CA 94708 





) 


Playing Site: Adam's Mark Hotel, City Line Ave. (I-76 and Rt. #1) Philadelphia 19131. 
All WBCA Members will receive recieve six BLITZ magazines and a BLITZ rating! r 


Leading WBCA members | 


KASPAROV DLUGY BENJAMIN BROWNE TAL | 
POLUGAEVSKY D. GUREVIC DOLOMATOV DARCY H. OLAFASSON 
FINEGOLD GULKO SEIRAWAN CHRISTIANSEI M. GUREVIC 


Philadelphia set for 16th Annual World Open; | 
200,000 Dollars Guaranteed | 
New Mtlestones this Vear 





NSHI 


N 


Bay Area Splinters 


3rd Contra Costa 


TEC Quads 
May 8, 1988 


30 Players entered this 
monthly edition ( 18 in March 
and 34 in April). This included 
several seniors and 4 children. 


A nice combination by Paul 
Berry (12 years old) was a high 
light: 





ш ш БЫ ш 


ол а к 
4. 


E ке 


-n B 
Rm. 
tH H D 


White: Don Choi (unr.) 
Black: Paul Berry (1179) 
Black to move 

Qxg4!!! 

Not bad for a "F" Player!! 


A three way tie was the result in 
the top section with James Mac 
Farland (2353), Dr. Baudry 
(2196), and Tom Stevens (2047) 
The other winners were Clarence 
Lehman (1979); Greg Odle 
(1858); Seggev Weiss (1845); 
John Gobster (1786); and Brian 
Sharwood (1333) - the last 2 
with a perfect score. 


HW ae | 
Bor wats 
а mwa p 


4th Contra Costa 
ТС. С: бавав 
June 5, 1988 


Again 30 Players showed up at 
this event, including 8 kids. 
The ratings ranged from 2215 to 
1000. 


And the winners were: 

А) Dean Howard (2157) 2-1 
Tom Stevens (2137) 2-1 
B) Andy McManus (2130) 2-1 

Michael Cabins (1974) 2-1 
John Brooks (1968) 2-1 
C) Curtis Wilson (1858) 2-1 
D) Pat Mead (1834) 3-0 
E) Marty Pierson (1513) 2-1 
Robert Nowland (1461) 2-1 
F) Mike Palmer (1190) 2 1/2 
G) Paul Berry (1179) 2-1 
Dylan Ferguson (1000) 2-1 
Sky Ladd (1000) 2-1 


Next dates in Walnut Creek are: 
July 10, August 7, September 
11, October 2, November 6, 88 
Playing Site: 2071 Tice Valley 
Blvd. Registration 12 noon 


EF: $9 (under 18 $5) 5096 return. 


Dr. Pascal Baudry would like to 
share the following game with 
the readers of CCJ: 

W: Scemama B: P. Baudry 

1. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 
4. Ba4 NÍ6 5. 0-0 b5 6. Bb3 46 
7. Ng5 d5 8. ed Nd4 9. Rel 
Bc5 10. h3(1) Ng4! 11. Ne4 


Qh4 12. Nxc5 Qxf24 13. Khl 
Nxf3! 14. Ne4 Qg3!! 15. Nxg3 
Nf2 mate. 


(1) If 10. Rxe5+ КЕЗ 11. сЗ 
Ng4! 12. cd Bxd4 with advan- 
tage for Black. 


The game was played in the 
French Student Championships 
1969. 





If you *càn 
help! 


California Medical Facility 
inmates at Vacaville would be 
brightly delighted to receive your 
gift of new and used chess books 
or equipment mailed to Mr. 


Richard Sanders, Sponsor, 
Education Dep., CMF- 
South, PO Box 4000, Vaca- 
ey Oy- | 
ous thanks!! | 


Also vastly appreciated 
would be anyone willing to | 
give simultaneous exhibi- | 
tions, lectures or instruction 
to club members. Please 
contact Fred Richardson, 
C-47216, Coordinator, at 
the same address, 


Bldg. 4-136-1.. 
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Club News 


Kolty Chess 
Club 


Kolty-Championship: 
Prizes: 


Open Section | 
lst Eleuterio Alsasua 5 pts $4 
2nd Maroth De Marothy 

4 1/2 pts. $20 
Best A-player 
Michael Peters 3 1/2 pts. $15 
Best B-player 
Liza Toth 5 pts. $15 
Best C-player 
John King 5 pts. $15 
Best D-player 
James Perry and Alan Stein 
4 pts. and $10 each 


For Kolty Chess Club 
Members - - - 


1988 Champion 
D-Division 
James Perry 


1988 Champion 
C-Division 
John King 


1988 Champion 
B-Division 
Willard Beeskow 


1988 Champion 
A Division 
Michael Peters 


1988 Club Champion 
Maroth De Marothy 


At the present time there is a 4 
player team tournament in 


progress. 


The next Club Event will be the 
Kolty Open, August 18 to 
September 22, 1988. 

A 5 round SWISS in two sec- 
tions: Open 1700 up and Reserve 
under 1700.. 


Pat and Fred Mayntz attended this 
years US Senior Open in Snow- 
bird/Utah and file the following 
information: 


There were only 53 players uti- 
lizing fantastic playing condi- 
tions. 


The winner, John Curdo (2505) 
gathered 5 1/2 points out of 6. 


The Champion of the C-section 
was Pat Mayntz (1585) with 
3 points. 


Following is Pat's best game: 
W.: Pat Mayntz (1585) 
B.: Henry Gazin (1771) 
Stonewall Round 5 


1.44 МІ6 2. e3 d5 3. Bd3 g6 
4. fA Bg7 5. Nf3 0-0 6. 0-0 
Bg4 7. Nd2 Nd7 8. Qel c5 9. 
c3 cd 10. ed h5 11. h3 Bxf3 

12. Nxf3 Re8 13. Ne5 Kh7 14. 
Nxf7 Qb6 15. Ng5+ Kh6 16. 
Qg3 Ne4 17. Nxe4 de 18. {5+ 
Kh7 19. Bxe4 (Also possible 
was 19. Qxg6+ Qxg6 20. fg+ 
Kxg6? 21. Bxe4 Mate) 





19. ...Nf6 20. fg+ Kh8 21. Bo 
Rac8 22. Bb3 Ne4 23. Qel Nf 
24. Bd2 Rc6 25. Qh4 Re6 26. 
Bxe6 Qxe6 27. Rael Qc6 28. 


Bg5 Kg8 29. Bxf6 ef 30. Qxh5 | 


Rxel 31. Rxel КІЗ 32. Qc5. 
c5 33. dc a7 34. Re6 Bh8 35, 
c6 bc 36. Rxc6 resigned 1 - ( 
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Burlingame 
Chess Club 


Coming up: 


The Club will sponsor a five- 
round Swiss System Tournament 
to be held each consecutive 
Thursday at 7:30 pm. 


Start of the first round July 7, 
1988. 


Site: Burlingame Recreation 
Center, 830 Burlingame Avenue 
in Burlingame. 


The tournament will be rated by 
USCF and any USCF member 
can play. 


For full information, call Harold 
Edelstein at 415 349-5554. 


Please send in 
your Club 
News 
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Tips and Tricks for the Tournament 


GRUENDELD DEFENSE 
MODERN EXCHANGE 
VARIATION 
The many Gruenfelds in the last 


' two world title matches only saw 


one on the very popular Modern 

Exchange Variation. World 
Champion Gary Kasparov played 
all the Gruenfelds as Black. If 
Challenger Anatoly Karpov had fa- 


i vored the Gruenfeld Defense, the 


v 


Modern Exchange Variation would 
have occured more often since 


' Kasparov helped to popularize the 


variation for White, reviving an 
important line that was dead for 
nearly six decades! (Ernst Gruen- 
feld of Austria introduced the de- 
fense that bears his name at Vien- 
niin 1922.) After 1. 44 Nf6 

1 cá g6 3. Nc3 d5, the early 
experiments with 4. Nf3--or by 
transposition after 4. cd Nxd5 5. 
e4 Nxc3 6. bc Bg7 7. Nf3 -- 
soon convinced almost all who 
played the White side of this hy- 


_permodern opening that Nf3 


should be avoided because this 
knight could be pinned by Black's 


- queen bishop, which might help 


cause White's center to collapse. 

50 until the late 1970's it was 
fashionable to develop the White 
king's bishop to c4 and then to 
put the king's knight on e2. To- 


, (ay this method is still used and is 


known as the Classical Varia- 
ion, But in the 1980's Nf3 is in 


Vogue, 


Player 


Although this now line was 
played by Leonid Shamkovich in 
a Cleveland tournament as early 
as 1975, Kasparov's spectacular 
victory with the Modern Variation 
(so called by BCO of 1982 by au- 
thors Kasparov and Raymond 
Keene) in the 1980 Malta olym- 
pics against Natsis (see Informant 
30/682) soon helped make an ear- 
ly Nf3 by White the dernier cri, 
the term used in a 1987 Gruenfeld 
book by Andras Adorjan and Jeno 
Dory (the title is Winning with 
the Gruenfeld). Their book is 
available in English, but it has 
only 154 pages with the analysis 
built around 45 games, many 
played by Adorjan or other Hun- 
garians. This work, while up-to- 
date on most Gruenfeld lines, is 
not as extensive as two earlier 
English-language Gruenfeld books 
by Hartson and Botvinnik and Es- 
trin. 


TWO OTHER BOOKS--I think 
that Andy Soltis in his Gruenfeld 
chapter in the second volume of 
his Openings of the Eighties (also 
published in 1987) explains the 
background of this Modern Varia- 
tion better than the two Hungari- 
ans. But for many recent games 
that provide significant new im- 
provements perhaps the best 
Gruenfeld book published recent- 
ly, even though it lacks extensive 
analysis, is Developments in the 
Gruenfeld:1985-87 by Malcolm 
Pein (printed in England by Lon- 


don's Peacock Press for the joint 
publisher, Britain's Bob Wade and 
Dallas, Texas' Chess Digest). 
Pein's monograph has 100 games 
presented in only 44 pages, but 
these games with the author's 
brief comments update several cru- 
cial variations better than do Ador- 
jan and Dory or Soltis. (Soltis' 
book has 88 pages and has other 
chapters on the Modern Benoni 
Defense, the Benko Gambit, the 
King's Indian Defense, the 
Queen's Indian Defense, and the 
Nimzo-Indian Defense.) 


THE MOST IMPORTANT 
GAME -- both Soltis and the 
Hungarians have overlooked is a 

Russian game played by Gurevich 
and Ehlvest at Sverdlovsk in 1984 
that on the 22nd move appears to 
change the contemporary opinion 
that Black does well in one of the 
Modern Variation's most popular 
lines. But Pein gives this game as 
Number 31 on Page 14. After 4. 
cd Nxd5 5. e4 Nxc3 6. bc 
Bg7 7. Nf3 c5 (the Hungari- 
ans call this "the most natural and 
logical reply," and I recall that 
Walter Browne has recommended 
it), the most popular move is 8. 
Rb1 (Pein devotes 32 of his 100 
games to it(!), while the Hungari- 
ans have only one game--but they 
and Soltis give extensive analysis 
of this move and mention many 
games) -- two other moves have 
been widely used in the 1980's and 
are well covered in all three 
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books: 8.Be3 and 8. Ве2. 8..... 
.0-0 (There are several alterna- 
tives: one of them, 8...Qa5?! is 
well met by 9. Rb5! -- one of the 
main points of 8. Rbl -- and 
Adorjan as well as Dory also ques- 
tion 8...Nc6?! because of 9. d5! 
Bxc3+ 10. Bd2 Bxd2+ 11. Qxd2 
Nd4 12. Nxd4 cd 13. Qxd4 Qa54 
14. Qd2 Qxd2+ 15. Kxd2 with a 
favorable endgame for White. But 
Soltis analyzes 8. .... b6 and 8. 
.. Bg4!? Pein shows another 
move that Gutman recommends: 
8. .... a6!? -- Gutman says this 
move is more useful than 8. .... 

0-0, "as Rb5 is ruled out and after 
grabbing the a-pawn White's coun- 
ter with Bg5 lacks bite...") 


THE MAIN LINE: 

So after 8. Rb1 0-0 9. Be2 , 
what is Black's best move? I sus- 
pect that Adorjan and Dory are 
right when they claim that the 
only way to equalize starts with 
what they call "the last word of 
theory in this line": 9. ... cd!? 10. 
са Оа5+ 11. 042 Qxd24 12. 
Вха2 еб 13. 0-0 b6 14. Rfdl 
Bb7 15.d5! ed 16. ed Nd7 17. 
Bb4 Rfc8 18. Bb5 Nf6 19. 46 
Nd5, and Black held his own in 
more than one international game 
from this position. Soltis fails to 
give 9. ... cd!? but analyzes two 
other alternatives: 9. ... Bg4 and 
9. ... b6. Also note that 9. ... 
Qa5 allows White to sacrifice a 
pawn by 10. 0-0!? or 10. Rb5!? 
But the main line in the late 
1980's begins with 9. ... Nc6 
(In his notes to his Natsis game in 
Informator 30, Kasparov questions 
9. ... Nc6, but he and Keene give 


brief mention of it in a footnote 
іп ВСО. However, as Soltis 
points out, opinion has changed 
since 1980 and 1982.) 10. d5! 
NeS5! (Natsis lost with 10. ... 
Bxc3+ 11. Bd2 Bxd2+ 12. Qxd2 
Nd4 13. Nxd4 cd 14. Qxd4 
Оа5+ 15. Qd2 Qxd2+ 16. Kxd2 
Rd8 17. Ke3! b6 18. Rbcl e6 

19. Bc4 -- Pein has two other 
games where Black lost with 10. 
... Bxc3+ in 1984 and 1985 but 
he writes: "Only addicts with ma- 
sochistic tendencies play this 
уау.") 11. Мхе5 Вхе5 12. 
Qd2! (Better than earlier alterna- 
tives like 12. Rb3 and 12. Qb3). 

Now Black has more than one 
playable move, but the main line 
starts with 12. ... e6 to chal- 
lenge the White center. (But a 
good alternative seems to be 12. 
... b6!?, which Pein calls "provac- 
ative" -- he has two games that 
used it.) 13. f4 Bg7 (Some 
books and periodicals have devot- 
ed much space analyzing 13. ... 
Bh8, but it is supposedly made 
superfluous by games I will cite 
later) 14. c4 (Alternatives in- 
clude 14. 0-0?! and a good move, 
14. d6!?) ed (Soltis says that 14. 
.. Rel? has "been played with 
great regularity since early 1983, 
but it now looks suspect." This 
inadequate move is the only one 
mentioned by Adorjan and Dory-- 
but after 13. ... Bh8.) 15. cd 
Bd4 (I thought this move, which 
I first found in 1984 in Players 
Chess News in a game between 
Petursson and Jansa at Gausdal, 
made this entire line good for 
Black, but Pein comments: "This 
is now discredited" due to the 
Gurevich-Ehlvest game and one 





between Olafsson and Helmer з 

Gjovik іп 1985) 16. Bb2 Qh 

(Perhaps the line can be saved fy 

Black by a game between Pieter ; 
and Timman, Hollands Сї 
1985-6, in which Timman play 

16... Qe7 17. Bxd4 -- 117, « 

Bf5 18. Rd1, unclear -- Qxe4 1} 

Kf2 Qxd4+ 19. Qxd4 cd 2 

Rhdl b6 21. Rxd4, and nov) 
Timman could have equalized with. 
21. БІ5,).17., өз Оһ 

e5! (Soltis' exclam -- 18. Bf3 i 

playable and perhaps drawish, x. 

cording to Players Chess New 

but 18. Bxd4? Qxe4 is good fy: 
Black, and 18. Bd3? is also sus. 

cious after 18. ... Bxb2 19, Rit) 

c4! 20. Bb1 Qc5, when Black hy ; 
good counterplay.) BfS || 

Rcl. Now Soltis shows only; 

game where the weak 19. ... Qd 
was played, but several gan 
have seen a better move: 19. , | 
Qd8!? 20. Bf3 (If 20. dé 
Be4! and if 20. Bxd4? Qxd5 ii, 
strong) 20. ... Bxb2 21, 
Qxb2 Qb6!? I didn't kno 

about the Guervich-Ehlvest gam: 
until in March when I boul! 
Pein's monograph. From th 

game between Petursson and Jans 
I thought this was advantageou 

for Black. Perursson played 2) 

Qxb6? ab 23. g4 Bd7 24. №! 
b5 25. Rb2 Ra4! And Black hi; 
an advantage. I tried this line ini 

five-minute game in Las Vegi 

against a 2350 master: he playti 

22. Qc3, but then Black does vel) 

well with 22. ... c4! because 2 

Qxc4?? would lose a rook andl! 
cause Black will play 23. ... Bi 

with a big advantage. 
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Chess Enterprises 
Good Chessbooks At Good 
Prices 


John Ruskin, a British writer, 
said, "If a book is worth reading, 
itis worth buying." I concur 
with this statement, but there are 
other reasons to purchase books 
especially chessbooks. 


In the realm of chessbooks, the 
prices range from exceptionally 
outrageous to pleasantly afforda- 
ble. Chess Enterprises, Inc., 107 
Crosstree Road; Coraopolis, 
Pennsylvania 15108 has the 
most affordable chessbooks in 
the United States! The quality of 
the material contained in a chess- 
book should concern the discern- 
ing reader as well. The quality of 
the books produced by Chess En- 
lerprises is generally laudable. 
The content is exemplary and the 
authors range from former World 
Chess Champion Dr. M. Botvin- 
nk to Candidate Master Bill 
Wall who has produced numerous 
books for Chess Enterprises. Fi- 
nally these paperbacks (all are pa- 
perbacks) are printed on good pa- 
per in good print type. What 
more does a chess aficionado need 
lo induce him to partake of a 
chessic feast? You can have your 
high priced books, because they 
loo have their place; however, I, 
lor one favor these books pro- 
duced by Mr. B. G. Dudley. 


Book Reviews 


For a person who is attempting 
to accumulate a chess library, I 
recommend books by Chess En- 
terprises. If you don't pick up, 
you'll regret it. The price, the 
content, and the print quality lure 
the discriminating reader of 
chessbooks! 





Das Gedult Buch 


Most of you have never heard of 
National Master David Gedult. 
He died in Paris, France in 1981 
at the age of 84. During his long 
life, he had been a Corporal in 
the French Foreign Legion and a 
Cheualier de L'Ordre National du 
Merite. 


In the German book entitled Das 


Gedult Buch: David Gedult 
und Seine Partien, by Alfred 


Freidl you have a feast of short 
games that are full of sacrifices. 
The German poses few problems 
and the notation is easily deci- 
pherable. There are seventy- 
seven action-packed games and 
145 diagrams. The printing of 
the book is excellent. It was pub- 
lished in 1985 by Schachverlag 
M. Gluth. You can obtain a copy 
from any bookseller who handles 
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By Paul Lowry 


foreign chessbook titles. Enjoy 
this example of NM Gedult's 
skill. 


Blac] ері Gambit 


D. Gedult - Cheby, Paris, 1971 


l. d4 d 
2. e4 ded 
3 NC Nf6 
4. f3 ef3 
5. Nxf3 cS 
6. Bf4 сй 
7. NbS! Nd5 
8. Bg3 Nc6 
9. Nfxd4 Nxd4 
10. Qxd4 аб 
11.Оха5! ab5 
12. Bxb5+ Bd7 
13. 0-0-0 1-0 





Plaza International 
continued: 

Qxd4+ 33. Kfl Qd3+ 
34. Kf2 BhS 35. Осб- КІ8 
36. Оез 047 37. Кс4 Кг8 
38. Ме5 045 39. 043 Охаз 
40. Nxd3 КІ8 41. Ме5 Ве8 
42. Ke3 Ke7 43. Kd4 Kd6 
44. М№с4+ Кеб 45. Кс5 КЯ7 
46. Ne5-. Kc7 47. МЕЗ Bd7 
48. Nd4 h6  49.h4 g6 
50. МІЗ BfS 51.Ме5 Вед 
52. Ng4 Bd5 53. 5 Веб 54. 
b6+ Kb7 55. Ne5 Bxb3 56. 
Nxg6 Resigns 1 : 0 
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Periodical Review 


OPEN FILE 
200 Avram Avenue 
Rohnert Park, California 94928 


Chess Infoline: 707 795-9377 


Annual subscription: $5 
(four issues) 


What we have here is a group 
of dedicated chess organizers de- 
termined to promote chess 
among the masses in northern 
California. Their magazine, 
OPEN FILE, contains far more 
than the usual tournament news, 
games and advertising. It spells 
out a practical philosophy aimed 
at establishing chess in schools, 
starting and sustaining a network 
of chess clubs and making chess 
a prominent part of local civic 
pride. 


To implement their vision, a 
board of directors composed of 
Paul Bishop, Clem Falbo, Keith 
Halonen (editor), Peter Manetti, 
Walt Randle, Will Rodgers and 
Don Steers has incorporated into 
the Redwood Empire Chess As- 
sociation. All share the view that 
"learning the deeper aspects of 
the game of chess has a positive 
influence on the ability to make 
correct analytical decisions in po- 
litical and economic situations." 


The jewel in the crown of 
this organization has got to be 


the participation and contribu- 
tions of George Koltanowski, 
who has been the guiding light 
behind much of the growth of 
chess in northern California for 
the past forty years. The Dean 
of American Chess recently 
donated a substantial portion of 
his prized chess memorabilia to 
the Rohnert Park Chess Club for 
the creation of a Koltanowski 
Chess Museum. This collection 
represents a unique historical 
treasure that should make you 
want to visit Rohnert Park just 
to be able to say that you saw it. 
In fact, you may not fully re- 





alize it, but if you grew up play- 
ing chess in the San Francisco 
Bay Area and parts north, then 
you very likely owe the existence 
of your club and weekend tourna- 
ments to something that Kolty 
helped to organize. Did you 
know, for instance, that he intro- 
duced the Swiss System format 
to the United States in 1943? 
Subscribe to OPEN FILE 
and learn all about it! Support 
chess by sending your tax- 
deductible donations to the 
Kolty Chess For Youth 
Foundation, Inc., P.O. Box 


2096, Burlingame, CA 94010. 


eun 


да 


Sacramento Spring Sectional 


The Sacramento Spring 
Sectional Chess Tournament 
was held March 12-13. The 
event attracted 62 players. 


The winner in the Open 
Section was Gustavo Darcy with 
4 points, followed by Chris Ra- 
mayrat, James MacFarland, 
Tom Reikko, Jaroslav Skrenek, 
Mark Gaynor, Michael Jones, 
and Leonard Sistek (3 points 
each). 

The next tournament, the 
Sacramento Summer Sectional 
will be held in July 30-31. For 
details call 916 927-2759. 


Some sample games from 
the Spring Sectional follow: 
J. MacFarland - G. Darcy 


1.44 МІ6 2. МІЗ еб 3.р3 45 

4. Bg2 Nbd7 5. 0-0 Be7 6. c4 
dc 7. Qa4 a6 8. Qxc4 bS 9. 
Qc6 Ra7 10. Bf4 Bb7 11. Qc2 
c 12. dc Bxc5 13. Nbd2 0-0 
14, Касі Еа8 15. Nb3 Be7 16. 
0с7 В45 17. Ме5 Мхе5 18. 
Bxe5 Rc8 19. Qxd8 Rfxd8 20. 
Rxc8 Rxc8 21. Bxd5 Nxd5 22. 
Всі Вхсі- 23. Nxcl f6 

24.Bb8 Nb4 25. Kfl Kf7 26. 
Kel BcS 27. a3 Nc6 28. Bc7 
Ke7 29. Nd3 Bd4 30. Bf4 e5 
31. Bd2 e4 32. Nb4 Nxb4 33. 
Bxb4+ Ke6 34. b3 Kd5 35. e3 
Bb6 36. g4 a5 37. Bf8 g6 38. 
Kd2 a4 39. Kc2 Ba5 40. b4 
Be7 41.h3 Kc4 42. Bg7 Bd8 


43. Bh6 f5 44. gf gf 45. Bf4 
Bh4 46. Bg3 Bf6 47. Bf4 Be7 
48. Bg3 Bd8 49. Bf4 Bf6 50. 
Bg3 Kd5 51. Bf4? Bh4 52. Bg3 
Bg3 53. fg Kc4 54. g4 fg 55. 
hg h6 56. Kcl Kb3 57. Kd2 
Kb2 resigns 0-1 

Gagnon-Aaron 


1. e4 e6 2.d4d5 3. Nd2 Nf6 
4. e5 Nfd7 5. f4c5S 6.c3 Nc6 
7. Ndf3 Qb6 8. g3 cd 9. cd f6 
10. Bh3 Bb4+ 11. Kflfe 12. 
fe 0-0 13. Kg2 Nde5 14. de5 
Ne5 15. Qb3 Qb5! 16. Bd2 
КЇЗ! 17. Bc3 Bc5! 18. Bg4 
Rf2+ 19. Kh3 Qb3 20. ab3 
Ng4 21. Kg4 e5+ 22. Кһ5 
Rf5+ resigns 0-1 


C.Ramayrat- J.MacFarland 
First Upset prize 
Open Section 


l. e4 e6 2. d3 d5 3. Nd2c5 4. 
Ngf3 Nc6 5. g3 Nf6 6. Bg2 
Bc7 7.0-0 b6 8. Rel Bb7 9. 
e5 Nd7 10. h4 Qc7 11. Qe2 0- 
0-0 12.c3 h6 13. Nf1 Rdg8 
14. g4 g5. 15. h5 Kb8 16. c4 
d4 17. Ng3 Bf8 18. Ne4 NdeS5 
19. Nxe5 Qxe5 20. f4 gf 21. 
Rf1Qg7 22. Bxf4+e5 23. Bh2 
Охр4 24. Охр4 Rxg4 25. Khl 
Rhg8 26. Bf3 Rh4 27. Rael f5 
28. Nd2 Rxh2+ 29. Kxh2 e4 
30. de Bd6+ 31. КҺ1 Ме5 32. 
Bg2 Nd3 33. Rdl Nf4 34. Bf3 
Rg5 35. е5 Вхе5 36. Bxb7 
Kxb7 37. Nf3 Rh5+ 38. Kgl 


Report by Leon Rothstein 


Bd6 39. Kf2 Nh3+ 40. Ke2 
Ng5 41. Rh1 Rxh1 42. Rxhl 
d34 43. Kf2 Bf4 44. Nh4 Ne4+ 
45. Kf3 Bg5 46. Nxf5 Nd2+ 

47. Kg3 Nxc4 48. b3 Nb2 49. 
Nd6+ Kc6 50. Ne4 d2 51. Nf2 
Be3 52. Ndl Nxdl 53. Rxdl 
Kd5 54. Kf3 Kd4 55. Ke2 b5 

56. ЕП с4 57. be be 58. Rf7 
Кєз 59. Rc7 hS 60. a4 h4 61. 
a5 h3 62. Kdl Kd3 63. Rd7+ 
Bd4 64. Rh7 c3 resigns 1-0 


L. Rothstein-D.Kellogg 

1. 44 МІ6 2. c4 e6 3. Nc3 c5 
4. d5 ed 5. cd d6 6.e4 g6 7. 
Bd3 Bg7 8. Nge2 0-0 9. 0-0 
Na6 10. Ng3 Nc7 11. Bg5 h6 
12. Bf4 a6 13. a4 Re8 14. Qq2 
g5 15. Be3 b6 16. h3 Rb8 17. 
f4 g4 18. hd Re7 19. f5 Qf8 
20. Nce2 b5 21. ab ab 22. Nf4 
c4 23. Bbl b4 24. Nfh5 Nxh5 
25. Nxh5 c3 26. be be 27. Qcl 
І6 28. Охс3 МЬ5 29. 042 Qe8 
3L NxEPRISAI зі ел 15.32, 
Bd3 Bd7 33. RaS QeS 34. Bf4 
Qd4+ 35. Qe3 Qc3 36. Bxb5 
Qxe3 37. Bxe3 Rxb5 38. Ra6 
Rb4 39. Rxd6 Rf7 40. Rf4 
Rb2 41. Bf2 Rbl+ 42. Kh2 
Rb2 43. Rb6 Rd2 44. Kgl Kg7 
45. Rb7 Ba4 46. Rxf7+ Kxf7 
47. e5 Bd1 48. e6+ Ke8 49. 
Rd4 Rxd4 50. Bxd4 Bc2 51. d6 
Bxf5 52. d7+ Ke7 53. Bb6 
Kxe6 54. d8(Q) KeS 55. Bd4+ 
Ke4 56. Qxf6 Bc8 57. Qc6+ 
Kd3 58. Qxc8 resigns 1-0 
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Pre WW-II Tournament Books 


T he consensus of those who 


publish as well as those who dis- 
tribute chess literature is that 
tournament books do not sell 
well. Thus, Ed Labate, one of the 
most successful chess entrepren- 
eurs (Labate's Chess International, 
2424 W. Ball Road, Anaheim, CA 
92804; 714 220-0660) states: 
"The worst sellers are tournament 
books". The same sentiment was 
expressed by B. Cafferty, Editor 
of the British Chess Magazine (9 
Market Street, St. Leonards-on- 
Sea, East Sussex, TN38 ODQ, 
England): "Too many books about 
old tournaments only appeal to 
the knowledgeable and collectors 
- a minority”. 


Nevertheless, there are many rea- 
sons why pre WW-II era tourna- 
ment books should appeal to eve- 
ry chess enthusiast. Here are some 
of the reasons why tournament 
books are worth buying (not not- 
ed in the order of importance): 


1. To start your own chess book 
collection (will give you many 
hours of pure chess pleasure). 


2. To see how much luck tourna- 
ment winners must have in order 
to win a tournament (it will make 
you feel much better realizing that 
even the greatest chess geniuses 
often make horrendous blunders). 


3. To ascertain for yourself how 
seldom games without errors are 
played (this will give you encour- 


by Val Zemitis 


agement not to fret about your 
own errors in games. "A game is 
always won through a mistake, ei- 
ther the opponent's or one's 
own!" - Dr. S. Tartakover's aphor- 
ism). 


4. To study how a particular 
opening or opening variation was 
played at the tournament (study 
the evolution of opening theory). 


5. To observe how often games 
are decided only in the endgame 
(will give you the necessary cou- 
rage and motivation to devote 
more time to this phase of the 
game). 


6. To verify that many games 
good players win by simply exhi- 
biting superior technique (and 
thus encourage you to emulate 
them by perfecting your own 
techniques). 


7. To follow the excitement of 
the tournament round by round 
(and pity those who almost won). 


8. Most importantly: To 
profit from the information con- 
tained in the tournament books 
(such information cannot be ob- 
tained in any other way and is es- 
sential for anyone who aspires to 
become a good player). 


Here is my short list and a long 
list of tournament books that 
contain many well-played and su- 
perbly annotated games: 


"Short list" - London 1883, 
Hastings 1895, Nuernberg 1896, 
St. Petersburg 1914 (the third 
strongest tournament ever!), New 
York 1924, Carlsbad 1929, Blei 
1931, Nottingham 1936, and Ke. 
meri 1937. 

"Long list" - New York 1857, 
London 1883, New York 1889, 
Hastings 1895, Nuernberg 1896, 
Monte Carlo 1903, Carlsbad 
1907, Carlsbad 1911, San Sebas- 
tian 1911, St. Petersburg 1914, 
Teplitz Schoenau 1922, Mahrisch- 


Ostrau 1923, Carlsbad 1923, New | 


York 1924, Moscow 1925, New 
York 1927, Kecskemet 1927, Bai 
Kissingen 1828, Carlsbad 1979, 


Bled 1931, Zurick 1934, Notting. ; 


ham 1936, Kemeri 1937. 


My advise is to acquire as many 
Pre-WW II tournament books 5 
your resources, interest and allow- 
able time for chess study dictates. 


Detailed Info: 


New York 1857 (Full title: The 


First American Chess Congres 
New York 1857) by Daniel V. 


Fiske. The winner was Paul Mor. ; 


phy Elo 2690 (1837-1884). This 
was the only tournament in which 
he participated. EDITION OLMS. 
16 masters participated; 61 
games, 53 problems, 563 pages 
hard copy. 


London 1883 (Full title: London 


International Chess Tournament 
1883) edited by J. I. Minchin. 
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This was Johannes Hermann Zu- 
kertort's - Elo 2600 - (1842- 
1888) greatest success finishing 3 
points ahead of W. Streinitz - Elo 
2650 - (1836-1900). B.C.M. 
Classic Reprint No. 11. 14 partic- 
ipants, double round robin; 242 
well annotated games; 308 pages; 
soft cover. 

New York 1889 (Full title: Sixth 
American Chess Congress New 
York 1889) edited by W. Steinitz. 
Co-winners Michail Tschigorin - 
Elo 2600 - (1850-1908) and Max 
Weiss - Elo 2540 - (1857-1927) 
with 29 points each. EDITION 
OLMS. 20 participants, double 
round robin; 432 great games an- 
notated by Steinitz; 490 pages; 
hard cover. 


Hastings 1895 (Full title: Das in- 


ternationale Schachturnier zu 
Hastings im August- September 
1895) by Emil Schallopp - Elo 
2450 - (1843-1919). Harry Nel- 
son Pillsbury's - Elo 2630 - 
(1872-1906) greatest success; he 
scored 16 1/2 ahead of the then 
World Champion Emanuel Lasker 
- Elo 2720 - (1868-1941) who 
achieved 15 1/2 points. EDITION 
OLMS. 22 participants; 240 
amazing games; 339 pages; hard 
cover. 


Nuernberg 1896 (Full title: Das 


internationale Schachturnier des 
Schachclubs Nuernberg in Juli- 
August 1896) by Dr. S. Tarrasch - 
Elo 2610 - (1862-1934). Won by 
Dr. Em. Lasker with 13 1/2 
points ahead of Geza Maroc;zy - 
Elo 2620 - (1870-1951) 12 1/2 
and H. N. Pillsbury with 12. 
B.C.M. Classic Reprint No. 15. 
19 participants; 171 copiously 


annotated games; 295 pages; soft 
cover. 


Monte Carlo 1903 (Full title: The 


Monte Carlo Tournament of 
1903). Won by S. Tarrasch with a 
fine score of 20-6 ahead of Ma- 
roczy and Pillsbury. EDITION 
OLMS. This is a reprint from 
"The American Chess Weekly", 
Special series # 1-5 Philadelphia, 
April 29 - June 18, 1903. 14 par- 
ticipants, double round robin; all 
182 games are annotated and there 
are 49 diagrams dispersed 
throught the 112 pages of the 
book; hard cover. 


Carlsbad 1907 (Full title: Das in- 


ternationale Schachmeisterturnier 
in Karlsbad 1907) by G. Marco - 
Elo 2520 - (1863-1923) and C. 
Schlechter - Elo 2600 - (1874- 
1918). Won by Akiba Rubinstein 
- Elo 2640 - (1882-1961). EDI- 
TION OLMS. 21 participants; 210 
annotated games; 685 diagrams; 
426 pages; hard cover. 


Carlsbad 191] (Full title: Das 
Zweite internationale Schachturni- 
er in Karlsbad 1911) by M. Vid- 
mar - Elo 2600 - (1885-1962). 
Won by Richard Teichmann - Elo 
2570 - (1868-1925). EDITION 
OLMS. 26 participants, double 
round robin; 325 thoroughly an- 
notated and very interesting 
games; two parts - each part has 
192 pages; hard cover. 


San Sebastian 191] and 1912 
(Full title: I. und II. Internatio- 
nales Schachturnier zu San Sebas- 
tian 1911 u. 1912) by J. Mieses - 
Elo 2490 - (1865-1954). 1911 
tournament won by J. R. Capa- 
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blanca - Elo 2725 - (1888-1942). 
15 participants; 105 games; 162 
pages. Part II: 1912 tournament 
was won by A. Rubinstein with 
12 1/2 points ahead od 2/3 A. 
Nimzovitch - Elo 2615 - (1886- 
1935) and Rudolph Spielmann - 
Elo 2560 - (1883-1942) with 12 
points. 11 participants, double 
round robin; 100 games; 147 pag- 
es; hard cover. 


Petersburg 1914 (Full title: Das 


GroBmeisterturnier zu St. Peters- 
burg 1914) by Siegbert Tarrasch. 
This is the third strongest tourna- 
ment ever! It was won by Dr. Em. 
Lasker. J. R. Capablanca won the 
preliminary tournament with 8 
points; 11 participants; subse- 
quently the five highest scorers 
competed in a double round robin 
tournament. EDITION OLMS. 75 
memorable games; 192 pages; 
hard cover. 


Teplitz Schonau 1922 (Full title: 


Schach Kongress Teplitz Schonau 
1922) annotated by participants. 
Richard Reti - Elo 2550 - (1889- 
1929) and R. Spielmann divided 
1/2 prizes. EDITION OLMS. 96 
games are covered in 286 pages; 
the rest of the book includes: 600 
problems and endgame studies, 70 
pages of bibliographies of then 
important masters, and a 26 page 
opening overview by E. Gruenfeld 
- Elo 2550 - (1893-1962) and 
Prof. A. Becker - Elo 2490 - 
(1896-1984); total number of 
pages - 664; hard cover. 


Mahrisch-Ostrau 1923 (Full title: 


III. Internationales Schachmeister- 
Turnier zu Maehrisch-Ostrau) by 
Bernhard Kagan. Dr. Em. Lasker 
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won the tournament. B.C.M. 
Classic Reprint No. 19. 14 partic- 
ipants; 91 annotated games; 108 
pages; hard cover. 


Carlsbad 1923 (Full title: III. In- 
ternationales Schachturnier in 
Karlsbad). Most games annotated 
by G. Maroczy. Three winners: A. 
Alekhine - Elo 2690 - (1892- 
1946), Е.Е. Bogoljubow - Elo 
2610 - (1889-1952) and G. Ma- 
roczy with 11 1/2 points. B.C.M. 
Classic Reprint No. 18. 18 partic- 
ipants; 153 games; 189 pages; 
hard cover. 


New York 1924 (Full title: The 
Book of the New York Interna- 
tional Chess Tournament 1924) 
with original annotations by Al- 
exander Alekhine. 1. Dr. Em. 
Lasker with 16 points ahead of 
Capablanca - 14 1/2 and Alekhine 
- 12. DOVER EDITION. 11 par- 
ticipants; double round robin; 110 
games; 271 pages; soft cover. 


Moscow 1925 (Full title: Das In- 
ternationale Schachturnier Moskau 
1925) by Efim Bogoljubow. He 
also won the tournament with 15 
1/2 points ahead of Lasker - 14 
and Capablanca - 13 1/2. EDI- 
TION OLMS. 21 participants; 210 
games; 223 pages; hard cover. 


Kecskemet 1927 (Full title: Das 


Erste Internationale Schachmeis- 
terturnier in Kecskemet 1927) 
with contributions by Alexander 
Alekhine, Hans Kmoch - Elo 
2475 - (1894-1973), Geza Maroc- 
zy and Aaron Nimzowitsch. EDI- 
TION OLMS. 1. Alekhine. 20 par- 
ticipants, first playing in two 
groups then again in two groups; 
146 games, 157 pages, includes 


50 pages of opening theory over- 
view; hard cover. 


Bad Kissingen 1928 (Full title: 


Internationales Schach Turnier 
1928 - Bad Kissingen) by Dr. S. 
G. Tartakover - Elo 2560 - (1887- 
1956). Won by E. Bogoljubow 
with 8 points ahead of Capablan- 
ca with 7. B.C.M. Classic Reprint 
No. 21. 12 participants; 66 very 
well annotated games; 179 pages; 
soft cover. 


Carlsbad 1929 (Full title: IV. In- 
ternationales Schachturnier Karls- 
bad 1929) by A. Nimzovitsch, R. 
Spielmann, A. Becker, S. Tartako- 
ver, A. Brinkmann - Elo 2470 - 
(1891-1967) and H. Kmoch. Nim- 
zovitsch's greatest achievement. 
EDITION OLMS. 22 participants; 
231 superbly annotated games; 
422 pages; hard cover. 


Bled 1931 (Full title: Bled 1931 
International Chess Tournament) 
by Hans Kmoch. One of A. Alek- 
hine's greatest succusses who fin- 
ished 5 1/2 points (!) ahead of 
his nearest rival Bogoljubow who 
had 15. CAISSA EDITIONS, A. 
Brandreth, P.O. Box 151, York- 
lin, DE 19736 USA. 14 partici- 
pants, double round robin; 182 
excellently annotated games; 259 
pages; hard cover. 


Zurick 1934 (Full title: Internatio- 
nales Schachturnier Zuerich 1934) 
by A. Alekhine. 1. Alekhine with 
13 points ahead of 2/3 M. Euwe - 
Elo 2650 - (1901-1981) and Salo 
Flohr - Elo 2620 - (1908-1983). 
EDITION OLMS. 16 participants; 
122 games, 272 pages; hard cov- 
er. 





Nottingham 1936 (Full title: The 
Book of the Nottingham Interna. 
tional Chess Tournament, 10th to 
28th August, 1936) by A. Alek. 
hine. 1/2 Mikhail Botvinnik . 
Elo 2720 - (1911- ) and Capa. 
blanca. DOVER PUBLICATIONS. 
15 participants; 111 games; 29] 
pages; soft cover. 


Кешегі 1937 (Full title: Das 


große internationale Schachmeis. | 


terturnier zu Kemri in Lettland 
1937) by V. Petrovs - Elo 2520- 
(1907-1945). 1/3 V. Petrovs, 5, 


Flohr and Samuel H. Reshevsky - ( 


Elo 2680 - (1911 - ). Original 
edition: WALTER UND RAPA. 18 
participants; 
pages; soft cover. 


Not included in above lists are: 


A.V.R.O, 1938, 


153 games; 20, 


the second 


strongest tournament ever! with | 
an average Elo rating of 2650 ! 


won by R. Keres - Elo 2670 - 
(1916-1977) and R. Fine - Eb 
2660 - (1914- ). B.C.M. Classic 
Reprint No. 12. 8 participants; 
56 not annotated games; 17 pag 
es; soft cover. 


New York 1927, the 28 strongest 


tournament ever with an average 
Elo rating of 2603. 1. Capablanca 


- 


14/20. CHESS DIGEST. 6 partic | 


pants; quadrangle; 60 games. 
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Editors note; This compilation 
probably took a long time to It 
search and I know a long timet 
type. It gives the reader by itsel 
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К+ В у5. К + № 

We know some basic prin- 

ciples to follow when we have a 

R vs. N. But how do you com- 

bine the principles when you 

have a complicated ending such 
as this? Here are some of them: 

1. This type of ending is of- 

ten sharp and tactical be- 
cause the N can move to 
different colored squares 
making it a tricky piece. 
The B and N move in dif- 
ferent ways. Stay alert. 

2. The books say , "R+B 
work better than R+N." 
Nonsense! It's wiser to 
state that he who has the 
better R and better minor 
piece will be superior. 

. A king-side attack (check- 
mate) is possible with 
RN+P or RB+K; with 
R's off it is rarely so. 


„ө 


4. A far advanced passed 
pawn is often your best 
weapon in these types of 
endings. 


Lets see how Anatoly Karpov 
makes use of these principles. 


The diagram in the next column 
shows a position from Hastings, 
1983. White: Karpov 

Black: Miles 
White to move. 
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A superficial glance at the di- 
agrammed position may lead one 
to believe that Black is better. 
White's bishop is blocked by the 
d-pawn. The Q-side qawn struc- 
ture is ripe for a minority attack 
by Black. However, we may look 
at it differently from Karpov's 
perspective. The advanced d-pawn 
is actually a strength because it 
hinders the mobilization of the e- 
pawn. White now has more 
pawns on the Q-side than Black, 
the famous 3-2 majority. With 
rooks off the board, the advanced 
a * b-pawns seem to be more a 
weakness than a strength. Let's 
see how Karpov proceeds... 

22. Rd4! Preventing b4 by 
Black. a5!? 23. b4! ...A sur- 
prise blow to the black position. 
23. ... Nad 24. Вха5 ... 
White now has a passed pawn 
which must be watched carefully. 
24... Ned 25. ВГІ КІВ 





2] 


The position is already critical so 
tactics will prevail. 26. Kb2 .. 
The king enters the critical zone. 
Black is already in grave difficul- 
ties. 26. ... Rbc8 27. Kb3 
Black is practically in zugswang! 
27. ... Rc5 White can main- 
tain pressure in a quit way with 
28. R3d3 or 28. Bg2 but Karpov 
finds a sharper way to win. 

28. a6! Nxd5 29. Rxd5 
Rxd5 30. Rc3!! ... This 
quit finesse is the real beauty be- 
hind it all. It was not a sacrifice 
after all, just a loan. 30...Rd8 
31. Кс7 ... Karpov threatens 
a7 and Bg2, winning. 31...Rd1 
Karpov now has Miles in time 
pressure, and the position is still 
unclear. White also pulls the 
strings in the position. 32. Bb5 
Only now does it become clear 
that Black is lost, and has been 
for some time! 32... e5 33. 
a7 ef4 34. Rb7! .. There is 
no defense after this, believe it or 
not. 34. ... Rb1l+ 35. Ка4 
RxbS 36. Rxb5 f3 The rest 
is silence. 37. Rb8 f2 38. 
Rxd8+ Resigns 

Karpov at his best. 


When I played at my local club, I 
tried to remember these princi- 
ples. 


See next page 
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Corbin (2200) 

White to move 
Black is better, but how is White 
to play? He must give up a pawn 
with 22. Rcl! Rxb2 23. Rxc4 
Rxa2 24. Rc7 and with the ac- 
tive rook going behind the passed 
pawn, draw. White makes the 


Middle 


The Exchange Sac 

Why would one give up a rook 
worth 5 points for a bishop 
worth only 3? Wouldn't you then 
be down the equivalent of two 
pawns? No! The advanced players 
recognize and learn through ex- 
perience that in many cases a 


bishop can be equal to a rook or { 


even superior to one! In chess 
the pieces do not have a fixed val- 
ue. In my opinion, the ability to 
judge the correct value of the 
pieces separates masters from ex- 
perts. When I was an A-player, 
the following game made a deep 
impression on me. 

1974 American Open. 


game Lab 


cardinal sin of holding on to all 
his material, but allowing the 
position to deteriorate. 22. b3? 
c3! Of course, Black now has 
a deadly passed pawn. 23. Kf1 
f5 24. e4!? .. A sharp move, 
typical of Corbin's style. 24. .. 
Nc6! Black sacks a pawn in or- 
der to mobilize the passed pawn. 
At this stage, Corbin was una- 
ware of the danger. 25. ef! ... 
White must accept the gambit. 
25. ... Nb4!? This is one of 
two good alternatives. While the 
text wins a piece, 25. ... Nd4! 
leads to a crushing bind after 26. 
fec2 27. Kel Re2+ 28. КП ед. 
26. Be4 ef 27. BFS Na2 
Black's initiative is clearly dan- 
gerous. 28. Kel Rb2 White 
must cough up a piece due to the 
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Black to move 
White: GM Evans 
Black: GM Tarjan 
Black faces the devastating threat 





threat of c2. 29. Kd1 Rxf2 
Victory seemed certain but 30, 
Bb1! A nice desperate try. 
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Black to move 
How does Black win? 
30. ... c2+! resigns, be- 


cause of 31. Bxc2 Rf1+ winning | 


the rook. Tense struggle! 


by FM Craig Mar 


of Nd5 which eliminates the only 
defender of h7, what shall he do? 
15. .. Ес3! 16. be What 
compenation does Black have for 


~ 


his missing К? He has an extra , 


pawn, he's wrecked White's pawn 
structure, and he has more pieces 


controlling the center, 2 N's and | 


a B vs. a N and a B for White. 
...Оа5 17. 0-0-0 Охо 
The position is now excellent be- 
cause Black has two extra pawns 
and he went on to win in 14 
moves. 
Generally speaking, do not ran- 
domly sac but follow some rules 


1. If you can get two pawns, al | 


exchange sac is quite safe. 
Continued on page 30 
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ext | On Monday, May 16, 1988, from 7 to 10 PM Senior Chessmaster (& FIDE Master ) 
yawn Craig Mar (2509) exhibited his skill against 16 players at the Chabot Community 
eces College Chess Club. The result was 14 wins and 2 draws. Draws were achieved by 
and | Mark Drury and Art Simpson. The most interesting games as selected by Richard 
һе. | Shorman as well as the two drawn games follow: 
хо) 
uw Mar vs. William Courant (1707) 20. Nd3 Rf8 21. fe de 22. Nc5 39. cd(Q) 1-0 
1WDS 1. c4 Nf6 2. Nc3 e5 3. g3 Nc6 b6 23. Nd7 Qd7 24. ef Nf5 
n 14 4. Bg2 d6 5. Nf3 Be7 6.0-00-0 25. Ne4 Nf6 26. Qd3 Nd6 27. Mar vs. Tony Yin (1376) 

7. d4 Re8 8. h3 Rb8 9.Be3 a6 Nd6cd 28. Be3 Qc7 29. b4 a5 1. е4 е5 2. МЗ №6 3. Bc4 

ran- 10. Qc2 Bf8 11. Radi Bd7 12. 30.c5 bc 31. bc a4 32. ВЫЫ Nf6 4.d4d5 5. ed Nxd4 6. 
ules: a3 Qc8 13. Kh2 g6 14. Bg5 Bg7 Rfd8 33. сб Оа5 34. Кісі Nxd4 ed 7. Qxd4 Bd6 8. 0-0 
san | 15. 45 Ме7 16. e4 h6 17. Bcl Rbc8 35. Rb7 Re8 36. Ra7 0-0 9. Bg5 c5 10. Qh4 Be5 





Kh7 18. Nel Nfg8 19. f4 f5 


Qd8 37. Rb1 Rb8 38. c7 Rb1 


11. Nc3 Bf5 12. Rael Re8 13. 
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Re3 Qc7 14. h3 Bh2+ 15. Khl 
Rxe3 16. Bxe3 Be5 17. Rdl 
Rd8 18. Bd3 Bxd3 19. Rxd3 
Bxc3 20. bc Rxd5 21. Rxd5 
Nxd5 22. Qe4 Nf6 23. Qf5 b6 
24. Bg5 Qd7 25. Qe5 Ne8 26. 
Bf4 Qc8 27. Qb8 Qxb8 238. 
Bxb8 a6 29. Ba7 c4 30. Bxb6 f6 
31. Kgl Kf7 32. Kf1l Ke6 33. 
Ke2 Nd6 34. a4 Kf5 35. Ke3 
Мед 36. Bd4 Ng5 37. ІЗ h5 
38. Bb6 Ne6 39. g4+ hg 40. 
hg+ Ke5 41. f4+ Kd5 42.15 
Nc5 43. Bxc5 Kxc5 44. Ke4 a5 
45. Ke3 Kd5 46. Kf4 Kd6 47. 
g5 fg- 48. Kxg5 Ke5 49. Kg6 
Kf4 50. f6 gf 51. Kxf6 Ke3 
52. Ke5 Kd2 53. Kd4 Kxc2 54. 
Kxc4 Kb2 55. Kb5 Kxc3 56. 
Kxa5 Kc4 57. Kb6 1-0 
Mar vs. F. Arthur Simpson 
(1666) 

1. d4 e5 2. de Nc6 3. Nf3 f6 
4. ef NfG6 5. Nbd2 d5 6. e3 Bd6 
7. Be2 0-0. 8. 0-0 Qe7 9. c4 
Be6 10.2335 11.b3 Ne5 12. 
Bb2 Nf3 13. Nf3 c6 14. Qc2 
Ne4 15. cd Bd5 16. Radl g5 
17. Nd2 Nf6 18. Bc4 Rac8 19. 
e4 Bc4 20. Qc4 Kg7 21. Nf3 
Ba3 22. Nd4 Kg6 23. Nf5 Qb4 
24. Ba3 Qa3 25. Rd6 Rc7 26. 
Nd4? Qd6 27. Ne6 Rcf7 28. 
Nf8 Rf8 29. h3 b5 30. Ос2 

Kg7 31. Rdl Draw 


Mar vs. Mark Drury (1798) 

l. e4 e5 2. d4 ed4 3. Nf3 Nc6 

4. c3 d3 5. Bxd3 d6 6. h3 Nf6 

7. 0-0 Ве7 8. Rel 0-0 9. Bf4 
Bd7?! 10. Na3 Re8 11. Nc4 
Bf8 12. Bg5 g6 13. Qb3 Bg7 

14. Radl Qc8 15. Kh2 Веб 16. 


Qc2 Nd7 17. b4 Nde5 18. 
Мсхе5 Мхе5 19. Мхе5 дез 20. 
СА: сэг ПЕ 650си 22. Be2 
Bf8?! 23. Bg4 Bxg4 24. gh4 
Be7 25. Be3 Rad8 26. Re2! 
Rxdl 27. Qxdl Rd8 28. Rd2 
Rxd2 29.Qxd2 Qd6 30. Qxd6 
Bxd6 31. а4 КІ8 32. Kh3 Ke7 
33. Kh4 Kf6 34. Bg5+ Ke6 

35. 93 ВІ8 36. Be3 Be7+ 37. 
Kh3 f5?! 38. gf5 gf5 39. ІЗ 
Kf6 40. ef5 Kxf5 41. g4+ Kg6 
42. f4 ef4 43. Bxf4 hS 44. 
Bb8 a6 45. Kg3 hg4 46. Kxg4 
КІ6 47. Kf4 Ke6 48. Ke4 Bf8 
49. Bc7 Be7 50. Kf4 Bf8 51. 
Kg5 Be74 52.КІ4 ВІЗ Draw 





Middlegame Lab continued 

2. When there are a lot of files 
open, do not sac, because the 
rooks will control too much of 
open board. 

I tried to rember this when I sat 
down to face GM Anatoly Lein 
at the '86 American Open. 

Mar (2464) - Lein (2575) 
1. dd Nf 2. с4 с5 3. 
№3 са 4. №4 е5 5. М5 
d5!? 6. cd Bc5 7. NS5c3 
0-0 8. g3 Ng4 9. e3 f5 
Uh oh. He's already attacking 
me with Black. It looks llike a 
lst round KO! 10. Be2! Nf6 
11. Nd2 МҺ47 12. МЫЗ 
Bd6 13. 0-0 аб 14. а4 
Nc5 15. Nd2 f4 16. ef ef 
17. Nc4 fg 18. hg Bh3 
Black has a strong attack brew- 
ing on the K-side, but how to 
stop it? See diagram above. 
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19. Be3!! White ignores the 
threat in order to break the attack 
He now has greater control over 
the center.. 19. ...Bxf1 Lein 
cannot resist the bait. 20. Bxfl 
Qe7 21. Bh3 Rae8 22.5 
Nfe4 23. Ned Ne4 24. 
Веб+ Kh8 25. Qg4! It sud- 
denly dawned on Lein that hes 
now in big trouble! Goliath does 
not last long. 25. ... Nc5? 
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26. Nxd6 Qxd6 27. Qb4! ; 


Lein thought for 20 minutes, bit 
couldn't find a way out. 27. .. 

Rf3 28. BxcS Rxg3+ D. 
Kh2! Qe5 30. fg Resigns 
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Club Directory 


Berkeley CC 

meets Fridays 7:30 PM 
Berkeley YMCA 

Allston Way and Milvia, 
2nd flocr 

A. Glasscoe 652-5324 


Cal-Berkeley CC 
Rated games every Wed- 
nesday night 7-10 

279 Dwinelle UCB Cam- 
pus, Peter Yu 848-7809 


Burlingame CC 
Thursdays 7:30 PM 
Burlingame Rec.Center 
850 Burlingame Ave. 
H. Edelstein 349-5554 


Chabot C C 
Mondays 5 - 10 PM 
Chabot Com. College 
Hayward, Rm. 2347 
Lawless 415 785-9352 


Chico Chess Club 
meets Fridays 7 - 11 PM 
Esplanade Bldg. #110 
1528 The Esplanade 

M Drury 916) 342-4708 


Fairfield-Suisun CC 
Mondays 7 - 9:30 PM 
1000 Kentucky St. 
M.Weeks 707)426-2331 
E. Deneau 707)428-5460 


Fresno Chess Club 
Mondays 7- 11 PM 
Round Table Pizza P. 
Cedar & Dakota Aves., 
D.Quarve 209) 225-8022 


Hayward Chess Club 
Mondays 7 - 9 PM 
Hayward Main Library 
Mission & C St. 


R. Shorman, Instructor 


Kolty CC Campbell 
Thursdays 7-11:30 
Campbell Community 
Center -Activity Hall- 
Corner Winchester Blvd. 
& 1 W.Campbell Ave. 
P.Mayntz 408)371-2290 


LERA Chess Club 
meets Tuesdays 8:00 PM 
Lockheed Rec. Cennter 
Sunnyvale (Shorman) 


Livermore CC 
meets Thursdays 7 PM 
Homestead Savings & .. 
999 E.Stanley Blvd. 

D. McDaniel 443-2881 


Mechanics Inst. CC 
Monday thru Friday 
11:00 AM - 11:00 PM, 
Saturdays 10 AM - midn. 
Sundays noon - 10 PM 
57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 
Max Wilkerson-Director 
Note: This is a private 
club and newcomers 
should arrive before 5pm 


Monterey Chess Ctr 
Open daily 

Weekdays 4:30 - 10 PM 
Sat.& Sun. 2:00 PM 
Closed Monday 
T.Yudacufski 408) 372- 
9790 


Napa Valley C C. 
Thursdays 3:30 - 8 PM 
Yountville Veteran's 
Home (Lee-Lounge) 

B Bailey 707) 253-0648 


Richmond C C 
Saturdays noon to 5:30 - 
Eastshore Com. Center 


960 47th St., Richmond 
Trendall Ball 234-5336 


Rohnert Park C C 
Saturdays 11 am - 6 pm 
Mondays 6:30-11:00 
Rohnert Park Recreation 
Bldg. 8517 Lyman Way 
W.Randle 707)795-2220 


Sacramento LEG 
Wednesdays 7 - 11 pm 
Senior Citizans' Center 
915 27th Street 
S.Gordon 916)929-2952 


San Jose C C 

meets Fridays 7 - 12 pm 
At the Blind Center 

101 N. Bascom Ave. 
(behind Lions Club) 

B. W. Curto 463-0198 


San Jose City Coll. 
Wednesdays 4:00-6:30 
Student Union Cafeteria 
2100 Moorpark Ave. 
408 298-2181 


San Jose State Uni. 
Tuesdays 4:00 - 6:30 pm 
Student Union Games 
Area, 9th St. San Jose 
408 924-6400 


San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10am-2pm 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Ave. 
C.Felker 408) 723-1808 


Santa Clara UCC 
Thuesdays 4:00 - 6:15 
Cafe St.Clair / Universi- 
ty Campus. write: SCU 
Chess Club, 

Santa Clara University, 
Santa Clara CA 95053 


Santa Clara County 
every 2nd Saturday of 
each month 2:15 - 6:15 
Machado Park Building 
3360 Cabrillo Ave. 

F. Sierra 408) 241-1447 


Santa Cruz CC 
Thursdays 6 - 11 PM 
Monterey Savings 

530 Front St. Santa Cruz 
K.Norris 408) 426-8269 


Syntex C C 
Thursdays (call first) 
3401 Hillview Ave. 
Palo Alto, Steve DeKec- 
zer, 855-5398 


Vallejo Chess Club 
meets Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Center 
333 Amador St. G.Rass- 
mussen 707)642-7270 


Gr. Vallejo Chess A 
N. Vallejo Rec. Center 
1121 Whitney Ave. 
Saturdays 5:30 - midn. 
Ernie 707) 557-0707 


Visalia C C 
Community Room 
Valley Federal Savings 
Fridays (call first) 
A.Fifield 209)734-2784 
C.Fotias 209)732-1835 


Walnut Creek CC 
Thursdays 2-5:30 PM 
2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
Dr. Pascal Baudry 

415) 2843989 


Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 - midn. 
Buttes Christian Manor, 
223 F - St. Marysville 
T.Gietych 916)742-7071 
Meeting Info..: Ellis 
Martin at address above. 











California Chess Journal 
4621 Seneca Park Ave 
Fremont CA 94538 


415 237-7956 
10 Walnut Creek Quads 
Dr.Pascal Baudry 20-21 Marysville Tom Giertj 
415 284-3989 916 671-1715 
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The California Chess Journal is published 
monthly. 


To subscribe send check or money order 
to: 

Calif. Chess Journal 

Hans Poschmann 

462] Seneca Park Ave. 

Fremont CA 94538 


Subscription price: $ 15.00 for one year 
(12 issues) 

You can cancel your subscription any time 
and the unused portion of your money 
will be refunded. 


Note: The Postoffice will NOT forward 
this kind of mail. Please notify us if you 
change your address. 


General Editor: 

Open Position ??? 

Send all material not concerning a subsec- 
tion editor to the publisher 

see above 


Subsection Editors 

General Interest: 

R. E. Fauber, 4125 Zephyr Way 
Sacramento CA 95821 


Endgames: 
Craig Mar, 555 S. - 10th St. #5 
San Jose, CA 95112 


Chess Literature - Val Zemitis, 
436 Citadel Dr., Davis CA, 95616 


and 


Correspondence Chess 
For the young player 
Erik Osbun, 220 Mariposa, 
Ridgecrest CA 93555 





Calif. Chess History 
Guthrie Mc Clain 
Box 8015, Pulga CA 95965 


Tournament Chess 
Philip D. Smith, 6495 N. Ferger Ave., 
Fresno CA 93704 


Local Games Annotator 
Gabriel Sanchez, 450 N. Mathilda 
# K-204, Sunnyvale CA 94086 


Speed Chess and Bulletins 
Walter Browne, 8 Parnassus Rd. 
Berkeley CA 94708 


University Chess 
Peter Yu, 2724 Channing Way #103 
Berkeley CA 94720 


All opinions expressed by the edi- 
tors are not necessarily those of 
the publisher. 


Directory: 

Berkeley Class 3 

How to become a good player 7 

Reno Open 9 

Action Chess 10 
Santa Clara Tnmt. 12 
Book Review 13 
Scholastics 14 
Livermore Open 15 
Attacking Guide 17 


Note: Please send all material that con- 
cerns a special Subsection Editor to him at 
the address given. All others to the pub- 
lisher. 
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. Berkely Class Struggle Syueceeds! 


| 


| 


| From the same people who 
-brought you the PEOPLE'S tour- 
. nament, U.C. Berkeley held its 
* second weekend swiss this year 
' on June 25-26. Associate Na- 
| tional Director Andy Lazarus and 
» Local TD Peter Yu co-produced 
- the Berkeley Class Struggle, a 
| four round swiss in seven sec- 
> tions. The campus' Student Un- 
-ion Program, Entertainment, and 
. Recreation Board (commonly 
; called S.U.P.E.R.B.) awarded IM 

Cris Ramayrat, NM Keith Vick- 

ers and U.S. Amateur Champion 
. Gregory Kotlyar $168 each for a 
\ three-way 3 1/2 pt. split in the 
^ Masters section. A complete list 

of the money winners follows 
, this article. 


Most chess players already 
| know that U.C. Berkeley tourna- 
í ments absolutely guarantee all of 

their tournament prizes. But few 
, players realize that these prizes 

are also based-on, few...until 

now. Because of the unexpected 
|, huge turnout, the organizers de- 
| cided to increase the guaranteed 

prize-fund 20% to $1920, even 
, though a decrease would not have 
' occured for a low turnout. Such 

increases have indeed been rare, 
\ but tournament goers can now 
© expect such prize hikes in the fu- 
_ lure at successful CAL swisses. 


Berkeley's next event will be 


Report by Peter Yu 


a one-day, 5-rd. Action Chess 
Championships with a rated and 
NON-RATED section on Sun- 
day, August 21. Then starting 
September 16, spectators can 
plan on watching the 3 week 
long Berkeley Cup -- this year's 
Northern California Invitational 
Championship. Co-sponsored 
by Games of Berkeley, this 7 rd. 
round-robin will feature N. Ca's 
top eight fighting it out every 
weekend in the campus Student 
Union. 


The final two rounds will also be 
concurrent with the Golden Bear 
Classic on Oct. 1-2. This will 
give those of us who just missed 
getting into the closed a chance 
to win fame and big money, 
while at the same time witness 
N. Ca chess history-in-tne- 
making, just one floor above. 


As you may be well aware 
now. U.C. Berkeley is expanding 
its agenda to better meet the 
needs of N. Ca chess players. 
From free simuls to F.I.D.E. rat- 
ed futurities, Cal aims to be 
YOUR chess organization. 
Whether you're a beginner or In- 
ternational Grandmaster. I wel- 
come your comments, sugges- 
tions, or ideas at S.U.P.E.R.B. 
Chess Club (415) 642-7511, dur- 
ing business hours. Your input 
will help us better serve you, the 


local chess community. 

Peter Yu, 

Academic Games Coordinator, 
UCB. 


Berkely Class Struggle results: 
Master section: 
Ist/3rd IM Cris Ramavrat 
(2482), Gregory Kotlyer (2193), 
and NM Keith Vickers (2271) all 
3 1/2 points and $ 168.00. 
Expert section: 

Ist - Romulo Fuentes (2062) 
4 points and $ 240.00; 

2nd - Andy Rosner (2031) 

3 1/2 pts. $ 120; 

3rd to 8th - Thomas Raffill 
(2160), Jaroslav Skrenek (2145), 
Thomas Weiderman (2143), 
Charles Dimaguila (2117), Arasu 
Ganesan (2114), and Kash Patel 
(2102), all 3 points and $ 10.00 
"A" - Class: 
Ist/5th - Richard Cullen (1995), 
Richard Bynum (1991), Greg 
Payne (1963), Ed Wu (1959), and 
Joshua Putnam (1836) all 3 1/2 
pts. and $ 67.20 
"B" - Class: 

Ist Dan Varichak (1794)] 

4 points $ 168; 
2па - Allen Estes (1629) 

3 1/.2 points S 84.00; 

3rd to 6th Lee Slavens (1773), 
Richard Roach (1752), John Go- 
mez (1604), and Bleys Rose 
(1579), 3 pts. and $ 10.50 
ue REL CU. 
Ist/3rd - Robert Hempe (1582), 





John Meadows (1575), and Ake 


Gullmes (1567), 


3 1/2 points and $ 48.00 each. 


" D/E" 


- Ist Louie Lendero (1308), 


3 he =e 

2nd/3rd John McWalters 
and Kevin Whyte (1133), 
3 points $18.00; 

Unr. 


Ist Daniel Pardel 4 pts. $60.00; 
2nd - 4th - Raymond Cordova, 
Rudy Rucker Jr., Irving Weber 


all 3 points and $ 10.00. 





















(1334), 


5% 






Co-winner of Berkeley 
Class Struggle: 
U.S. Amateur Champion 


Gregory Kotlyar 


Photo Richard Shorman 





Games from the Berkeley Clas; 
Struggle: 


White: C.Ramayrat (2483) 
Black: A. Sullivan 
King's Indian Defense 


1. 44 МІ6 2. Nf3 рб 3. c4 Bg] 
4. Nc3 d6 5.e4 0-0 6. Ве? 
Nc6 7.0-0e5 8.d5 Ne7 9 
Nel c5 10. Nd3 a6 11.a4 Bq7 
12. f4 ef 13. Bf4 Neg 14. 040 
f6 15. Rf2 g5 16. Be3 h6 17. 
04 15 18. с 4 19. МЦ рц 
20. Bd4 Ng6 21. Bg7 Ng7 22, 
cd Qf6 23. Rb1 Rab8 24. a5 
Kh7 25. Rb6 QeS 26. Bdl 
Rfc8 27. Qd3 Ne8 28 Ba4 Вм 
29. Na4. Nd6 30 c5 Qe4 31. 
Odl Nc4 32. Веб Ne3 33. 
053 Qd4 34. ОМ Qdl4 35 
Odl Ndl 36 Rd2 Ne3 37. (6 
Nc4 38. Rd5 Ма5 39. 47 Һ% 
40. Кад6 МІ8 41. Re7+ Kg8 
42 Nb6 Nb3 43. Nd5 Nc5 44. 
Nf6+ Kh8 45. Ng4 Rd7 46. 
Rh6+ Nh7 47. Rhh7+ Kg8 48. 
Nf6+ 1:0 


White: R. Sferra 
Black: E. Winslow (2385) 
Irregular Opening rd. 4 


1.b3 Nf6 2. Bb2 d6 3. d3 g6 
4.e4 Bg7 5.Nf3 0-0 6.Be2 
eS 7.9-0 Nc6 8. c4-Nh5 9. 
Кс3 Ме?: 10,63-15 Пгер 
12. Nxe5. Nxg3 13. hg de И. 
ВІЗ c6 15. Ne2 e4 16. Bxg? 
ef3 17. Bxf8 fe2 18. Qxe 
Oxf8 19. Rfel Ng6 20. Qe8 М 
21. Qxf8+ Kxf8 22. gf Bf 
23. dd. Rd8 24. Radl Nxf4 25. 


? 
f 





1а$$ 


83) 








Re3 Kf7 26. Rf3 Rxd4 27. 
Rxd4 Ne24 28.Kg2 Nxd4 29. 
Re3 c5 30.23 a5 31. Kg3 
Bc2 32. Re5. b6 33. Rd5 Bxb3 
0-1 


White: D. Glueck (2485) 
Black: J. Bidwell 
Alekhine's Defense rd. 4 


1.e4 Nf6 2. e5 Nd5 3. d4 d6 
4, МІЗ Мсб 5.с4 Nb6 6. еб 
fe 7. Be3! g6 8. hd. Bg7 9. hS 
e5 10. d5 e4 11. dc6 ef3 12. 
Nc3?! (Qxf3) Bg4 (?!) 13. gf3 
Bxh5 






72. „з, d 
и ш 








Hg: m 


a 14. cb7? (c5! +) Rb8 15. c5 

/ dS 16. Bb5+ (Qd8) Kf7 17. 

5, 9» e6 18. Rdl Bxc34/ 19. 
Qxc3? Nd5! 20. Rxd5? (Qa3) 
Qxd5 21. Rh4 Rhd8 22. Be2 
Kg8 23. Bxc5 Qf5! 24. Re4 
Rd5 25. Bxa7? (Bd4) Rxb7 26. 
Be3 c5 27. Bh6 Rbd7 28. Ra4 
0е5 29. Охе5 Ехе5 30. КГІ 
g5 31. Ra8+ Kf7 32. Rf8+ 
Kg6 0: 1 





White: E. Winslow 
Black: M. Arne 
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Benoni Counter Gambit 
round 1 


1.44 МІ6 2. МІЗ с5 3.45 b5 
4. Bg5 Bb7 S. Bxf6 ef6 6. a4 


аб 7.abS Bd6 8.e3 0-0 9. 


Nc3 f5 10. Be2 Re8 11. 0-0 
65 12. Qd3 Qf6 13.e4 abS 


14. Rxa8 Bxa8 15. efS g4 16. 
Nd2 c4 17. Nxc4 bc4 18. 


Qxc4 h5 19. Bd3 Qe5 20. g3 
Bb7 21. Ral Ba6 22. Rxa6 
Nxa6 23. Qxa6 Qel+ 24. Kg2 
Вс5 25. №4 . 


mm. 


25. ... Rxe4 26. Qc8+ Bf8 27. 


f6 Re8 28. Qxd7 Qe5 29. c4 
Rb& 30. h3 gh3+ 31. Kxh3 
Qxf6 0:1 


White: Wm. Orton (2291) 
Black: K. Vickers (2271) 
Center Counter Defense 
Round 2 


l. eá. Nc6 2. Nf3 d5 3. ed5 


Qd5 4. Nc3 Qa5 5. 04 Вр4 6. 


Be3 0-0-0 7. h3 Bf3 8. Qf3 
NÍ6 9.0-0-0 e6 10. Bb5 ММ 
11. Вс4 Nfd5 12. BdS Nd5 
13. ОҒ? Nc3 14. Qe6+ Kb8 
15. bc3 Ba3+ 16. Kd2 Rd6 





17. Qf7 Rc6 18. Ke2 Rc3 
19. Qg7 Rf8 20. Rhel Qa6+ 
21. Ка2 Qc4 22. Есі Bb4 
23. Kdl. 
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White: K. Vickers (2271) 
Black: R. Kelson (2402) 
English Opening rd. 3 


1.с4 МІ6 2.р3 еб 3. Вр2 d5 
4. 03 Nc6 5. cd5 ей45 6. МЕЗ 
Bd6 7. Bb2 0-0 8. Nc3 a6 9. 
Rcl d4 10. Na4 d3 11. 0-0 
de2 12.Qe2 BfS 13. Rc6 bc6 
14. М44 Ке8 15. Ос4 Ве4 16. 
Мсө 047 17. Bf6 Bg2 18. 
Кр2 gf6 19. Rc1 Qf5 20. Rc3 
Ке4 21. 043 Еае8 22. Ес4 
Qg6 23.Nc3 Rel 24. Qf3 [5 
25. №4 f4 26. Nde2 fg3 
27. hg3 Kh8 28. Rg4 Qh6 
29. Rh4 Qg6 30. Nf4 Bf4 
31. КІ4 Qh6 32. Rh4 Qg6 
33. №5 К8е4 34. №4 0р7 
35. NhS Qd4 36. Qf7 Rdl 37. 
Nf4 Qg7 38. Ng6+ Qg6 39. 
Qg6 Rh4 40. Qf6+ 1:0 


nO 








White: F. Gaudiano (2081) 
Black: J. Skrenek (2145) 
Caro Kann Defense rd. 2 


1.e4 c6. 2. d4. .d5. 3..Nc3 de 
4. Nxe4. Nd7 5. Nf3 Ngf6 6. 
Ng3 e6 7. Bd3 c5 8. Be3 b6 
9. 0-0 Bb7 10. Rel Be7 11. 
c4 0-0 12. Ng5 cd 13. Bxd4 
h6 14. N5e4 Ес8 15. Есі 
Nc5 16. Nxf6+ Bxf6 17. Bxf6 
Qxf6 18. b4 Nxd3 19. Qxd3 
Rfd8 20. Qa3 Rd2 21. Re2 
Rcd8 22. Rcel Rxe2 23. Nxe2 
Rd2 24. f3 Qh4 25. Ng3 
Qxc4 26. Qxa7 Qd4+ 27. Khl 
012 28: Кі... 


EOM ONSE 
Un ащ 


ÁO YNELEI із-за n 


ПД 

















SS 


SS 





М 


\ 


Y 
SS 


QU 


mm sm: 
E 





E mmn. 
пш ш: 


m 














28. ... Qxg2+ 29. Rg2 Rdl 
30. Rgl Bf3 mate 0: 1 


White: T. Weideman (2143 
Black: T. Stevens (2047) 
Modern Defense rd. 2 


1.44 g6 2.e4 Nh6 3. Bc4 
Bg7 4. Nc3 f6 5. Bh6 Bh6 6. 
h4 еб 7. МІЗ Qe7 8. h5 g5 


9. Qe2 b6 10. Nh2 0-0 11. 


Ng4 Bg7 12.h6 Bh8 13. 0-0-0 
a5 14.45 Ваб 15. Nb5 Bb5 


16. Bb5 ed 17. Rd5 Re8 
18. Вс4 КІ8 19. Rxg5 ОМ 
20. Rg8+ Ке7 21. Ке8+ Keg 
22,5 Qe7 25.05 Моб 24. 
ef Qb4 25. Bd5 Rd8 26. Rdl 
Nb8 27.c3 Qa4 28. Qe3+ 

Е 0 


White: G. Kotlyar (2193) 
Black: C. Ramayrat (2483) 
English Opening rd. 4 


1. Nf3 c5 2.c4 g6 3. d4 Bg7 
4. d5 d6 5. Nc3 Nf6 6. g3 0-0 
7. Bg2 Na6 8.0-0 Nc7 9. h3 
Ь5 10.сь5 Rb8 11.e4 Nxb5 
12. e$ Nxc3 13. bc3 Nd7 14. 
ed6 ed6 15. Bg5 Nf6 16. Qcl 
Qa5 17.Nd2 Ba6 18. Rel c4 
19. Bxf6 Bxf6 20. Ne4 Bg7 
21. Qf4 fS 22. Nxd6 Qc7 23. 
Re6 Bxc3 24.Rc1l Bb2 2535. 
Rcel Ba3:26. Qe5 BbB2 27. 
Оғ4 Ваз 28. ВЕІ сЗ 29. Ое5 
Ор7 30. Охр7 Кхр7 31. Вхаб 
с2 32. Мс4 с((О) 33. Rxcl 
Bxcl 34. Rc6 f4 35. Кс7+ 
Kg8 36. d6 КМ 37. gf4 
Bxf4+ 38. Kg2 Rdl 39. Rxa7 
Каз 40. a4 Bxd6 41. Nxd6 
R1xd6 42. Bc4+ Drawn 


White: Gene Lee (2130) 
Black: D. Lieberman (1987 
Nimzovich Defense 

Round 2 


1.e4 Nc6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 Bf5 
4.24 Be4 5. f3 Bg6 6.h4 h5 
7.с3 hg4 8. fg4 e6 9. h5 
Bée4~ 10: Rh2 -Be7 11. ВеЗ 
Nh6 12. Nd2 Bh4+ 13. Bf2 
Bxf2+ 14. Rxf2 Qh4 15. Be2 





0-0-0 16. Kfl Rhf8 17, Ny 
de4 18. Rf4 f6 19. Q 
Qxel+ 20. Kxel feS 21. Ry 
ed4 22. Rxe6 Rde& 23. Rx, 
Rxd8 24. Kd2 dc3+ 25, № 
NeS 26. Rel Kd8 27. g5 Мі, 
28. Nh3 c6 29. Rfl Ke) 

30. g6 Nh6 31. Ng5 Rf$ 

32. Rxf8 Kxf8 33. Ne6+ Kr 
34. Nxg7 Kf6 35. Ne&+ Kr 
36. Мс7 Kd7 37. Na8 Kc6 3i 
Kc3 KÍf5 39. Nc7 Ng$ 4, 
Nc8 b6 41. Nd6+ Kg5 4 
Nf7+ Kf6 43. Nxe5 Kxe54 
Вс4 Nh6 45. g7 М№5+ 4 
Kd2 Nxg7 47.h6 КЕ 41 

1: 0 


White: Paul Rejto (2211) 
Black: J. Flagg (2021) ` 
Sicilian Defense га, 1 


1l.e4 c5 2.c3 d5 3. ed Oi 
4. 04 са 5. са М6 6 № 
QOd8 7.Nf3 e6 8. Bd3 Bd! 
0-0 0-0 10. Rel Мсб 14: 
a6 12. Bc2 Qc7 13. Qd3 Ni 
14. Bg5 g6 15. Radl bi 
16. Ne4 Nxe4 17. Охе Вії 
18. Qh4 Bxg5 19. Nxg5 b 


х Е 6 
Da ni 
а б б б 
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20. Bxg6 fg6 21. Nxe6 0 
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17. № 
19. 06 
21. Ry 
73. Rxdh 
25. d 
- £5 №, 
1 Ке 
> Rf 
e6+ Ke 
e8 Ke) 
Кеб} 
№8 4, 
Kg5 4 
Kxe5 4 
NÍS« 4 
6 48.1 










ЙЫ 
Vina 
04) 
2 
м 
ү 


ү 





BECOMING A BRILLIANT "C" PLAYER 


With the passage of time 
tournament victories get as dog- 
eared as old cross tables. For the 
average tournament player even 
hopes of tournament victories get 
dog-eared over the years. One 
thing which remains bright long 
afterward is a brilliant game. It 
can be shown to friends (another 
good reason to have a lot of 
friends) or simply remembered as 
something sparkling you did. It 
can laugh like a Dorothy Parker 
jibe or thunder with the poets: 

"I am the master of my fate: I am 
the captain of my soul." 


Being brilliant is no act of 
will. It requires a combination of 
a good position, good analysis, 
and good nerves. One of the 
hallmarks of average players is 
that they get good positions and 
mishandle them. Being results- 
oriented, they often achieve ad- 
vantages and assess them as unfa- 
vorable. 


Adrian deGroot, recently sec- 
onded by a Cranberg-Albert 
study, coucluded that the key 
function in chess play was pat- 
tern recognition. The mind rec- 
ognizes positions similar to po- 
sitions it has encountered before, 
and these similarities guide move 
selection and analysis. If a player 
through inexperience does not 
know the pattern and its favora- 


by R. E. Fauber 


ble implications, he may fail to 
realize the possibilities. Or, hav- 
ing played like positions either 
too boldly or timorously in the 
past, he may come to think of 
them as unfavorable. 


Correspondence chess pro- 
vides an antidote to this kind of 
crippling experience. Tourna- 
ment nerves play a lesser role in 
home analysis than they do in a 
bustling tournament hall. There 
is time to get lost in the laby- 
rinth of variations without wor- 
rying about a ticking clock. It is 
even possible to recall similar 
positions from a book one has 
read (postal players do this all the 
time in end game situations) and 
look it up to see how the masters 
managed things. 


When Joan Fauber found her- 
self unable to get away for week- 
end tournaments, she turned to 
correspondence chess to keep up 
her game. In over the board play 
the idea that simple, strong 
moves can lead to a position rife 
with opportunities for attack or 
sacrifice had seemed implausible. 
Sacrifices were things her oppo- 
nents made; she concentrated on 
holding on to her material and 
spent no time trying to give it 
away. 


Her postal foray led her from 


the preliminaries into the semi- 
finals of the CCLA's Grand Na- 
tional Championship. In each 
section she unearthed sacrificial 
possibilities, and this has shar- 
pened her confidence and her tac- 
tical analysis. 


Watching her analyze was an 
experience too. She would turn 
the television on in prime time 
and sit in her chair with her posi- 
tion recorder in her lap. In a 
matter of moments her eyes drift- 
ed from the flickering set to the 
throbbing cross-currents of her 
game in progress. TV has a fan- 
tastic power to make you think 
of something else. 


"This is awful," she would 
Say. 
"Well, compared to what's on 
the other networks...." 
"No, after Re8 I don't see 
how I can castle out from under 
the pin." 


We joked about analyzing for 
a resource in an inferior position 
while watching "The Equalizer." 


What happened to some of 
Fauber's opponents, however, 
was no joke to them. In the pre- 
liminaries an adversary seized the 
opportunity for a material win- 
ning fork and was carved up in 
short order. 








King's Gambit 


White: J. C. Fauber 
Black: B. F.Brodersen 


1. e4 е5 2. Nc3 Nf6 3. 
Вс4 Nc6 4. d3 BcS5 S. f4 ef 
6. МІЗ Ng4 
A worrisome surprise. After 
7. Qe2 Ne3 is uninviting. White 
demurs from 7. d4 Nd4! 8. Nd4 
Qh4 9 g3 fg winning material fa- 
vorably. 


7. Bf4 Nf2 8. Qd2! 


The right square to give the 
queen a diagonal. The knight 
does not want to move and weak- 
en d4. 


8. .. МЫ 9. №5! 46 
10. d4 Bb6 11. 0-0-0 Bg4? 


Not the best, but 11. ... Be6 

12. Nb6 ab 13. d5 Na5 14. Bb5+ 
c6 15. de cb 16. ef^ loses. 

Likewise 11. ... 0-0 12. Bg5 Qe8 
13. eS and Bf6 to follow. After 
11. ... Na5 12. Bd3 Black must 
still reckon with 13. Nb6 ab 14. 
d5 netting two pieces for the 
rook. 

12. Bg5 f6 

Also 12. ... Qd7 13. Bf6 h6 
14. Bg7 0-0-0 15. Bh8 Rh8& 16. 
N{6 winning. 

13. Bf6! gf 14. Qf4 0-0? 

Perhaps Black was watching 
a televangelist that night and 
chose to give it all away. Fauber 
analyzed without distraction from 


"Designing Women" and saw 14. 
... NÍ2 15. Rd2! as well as 14. 
... Bf3 15. Nf6+ ОШ (... Ke7 16. 
Ng8+ mates) 16. Qf6 Rf8 17. 
Qc6+ Kd8 18. gf. 

15. Nb6+ Kh8 16. Na8g 
Nf2 17. Rfl Qa8 18. Nh4! 

Threatening 19. Ng6+ hg 
20. Qh6 mate. The crush is 
sweet after 18. ... Bh5 19. Qh6 
Ng4 20. Qh5 Ne3 21. Ng6 Kg7 
22. Nf8 Qf8 23. Nf4 Nc4 24. 
Rh4, and the attack wins. 

18. ... Qe8 19. Qh6 1-0. 

If those were relatively easy 
to analyze, cutey sacrifices, her 
charitable donation in the next 
game was a long-term enterprise 
which enabled her to reverse the 
fortunes of an inferior position. 


French Defense 
J. C. Fauber-P. Connors 


1. е4 еб 2. 44 45 3. 
ез5 24. е3 Neb 5; NES 
Qb6?! 6. Bd3 cd 7. 0-0?!! 
dc 8. Nc3 Bd7! 9. Qe2 a6?! 


Connors has an expert's rat- 
ing in over the board play, but 
Fauber had already beaten him in 
the preliminary section. Нег 
fearless gambit scorns his ven- 
geance a trifle too much. Black 
does quite well here with 9. ... 
Rc8. 

10. Be3 Qd8 11. 
Nge7 12. Na4!? 

The point is 12. ... Ne5 13. 
Ne5 Ba4 14. Nf7 Kf7 15. QhS+. 
Yet the more positional 12. Bf4 
Ng6 13. Qe3 or 12. h4 Ng6 


Racl 





13. g3 may hold more long-term 
promise. 

12. .. Меб 13, ЖИ 
Qb8 14. Rfel ... 

An unfortunate necessity but 
with the cheapo 14. ... Ncc5 15. 
Bc7 or 14. ... Nge5 15. Ne5 Qe5 
16. Qf3 Od6 17. Bc5. 

14. ... ВЬ4 15. №3 Ва5?! 

To stay оп top 15. .. ММ 
suffices, and Black must recap- 
ture before getting fancy. 

16. Ва5 МЇ4? 17. Оез 
Nd3 18. 043 Ма5 





Give Black a move, and 
White will have nothing to write 
home about, but "Sledge Ham- 
mer" was on that night, so she 
played: 

19. Nd5! ed 20. 045 048 

The sacrifice would look 
cheap after 20. ... Nc6 21. e6 fe 
22. Re64 Be6 23. Qe64 Kd8 
24. Rdl Kc7 25. Rd74 Kb6 28. 
Qe34- Ka5 27. Rd54 b5 28. Rd3. 

21. e6 Be6 22. Re6- fe 
23. Qe6 Qe7 24. QF 
25. Qf4! 

If he castles, his rooks come 
into play. 











6th ANNUAL RENO OPEN 
(NEVADA STATE CHAMPIONSHIP) 


SEPTEMBER 9, 10, 11 1988 


15. SUNDOWNER HOTEL/CASINO, 450 N. Arlington Ave. 


е5 | Reno, Nevada 89503, 800 648-5490; 702 786 7050 
Rooms-$32/night (limited so reserve early), mention chess. 


5?! 

NÍ4 

ар. $ 3600 Guaranteed! FIDE rated! USCF Grand Prix - 40 points! 
)3 7 M Larry Evan ial Bonus - L re/Simul 7:30 PM - Alpine Room 



























Lecture is free - Simul (limited to 30) $15 ($ 5 less to Tournament participants) 
Match wits against the 5-time US Champion and Fischer's Second | 


Format: 6 Round Swiss - 5 Sections 





Prizes- (in bold type guaranteed): | 
Open Section - 1st $ 1,000.00; 2nd $ 500.00; 3rd $ 300.00; 4th $ 200.00 | 
(Under 2200) 1st $ 400.00; 2nd $ 100.00; (UndqstttQfizéstb&saé 0:0 PHA yeri 9 Q-lass 


" A" - Section - Ist $ 300.00; 2nd 5 100.00; section having 30 players will receive an additional 
"B" - Section - 1st $ 250.00; 2nd $ 100.00; $ 100 plus $ 100 more for each additional increment 
"C" - Section - Ist $ 200.00; 2nd $ 100.00; of 5 players.) 


"D "-and under - 1st $ 150.00; 2nd 5 75.00; 
Unrated - Top Unrated wins 2 years USCF membership 








and Trophies awarded to 1st Open, Nev. State Champ., 1st Expert, "A", "B", "C", "D", and Unrated. 

rite —————————n——————————— ——— —— 

am- 

she Entry Fee: Advanced (Received by 9/3).- Open $50; "A" $45; "B" $40; "C" $35; "D"/under $30. 
At site (before 11:00 AM) All sections $10 more - Мо phone entr. - New Unr. players - Free entry 

18 Advanced registration: Must be received by September 3rd. Make checks payable to: 

ook Jerome V. Weikel (Senior TD), 5549 Joshua Cir. , 

fe West Jordan, UT 84084 

548 Information: (801) 968-4371 or Tom Allen (702) 827-8450 

28. At site registration: (and after Sept. 3): 9:30 AM - 11:00 AM 

d3. ||| Late registration: 11:00 AM - 12 noon $ 10 Late Fee 

fe Schedule: Friday 12:00 noon **, 6:30 PM **, Sat. 10:00 AM, 4:30 PM, Sun. 9:00 AM, 3:30 PM 

gó ** Note: For pre-reg. players a 1/2 point bye is available for rd. 1 and a late Starting time for rd. 2 (7:30) 
* Unrated players must join USCF for 1 full year - available at site. If unrated player is already a member 

уте 


Шеп һе must join for 1 additional year. Unrated players are not eligible for cash prizes. 
* Masters (2200+) who (1) pre-enter, (2) do not win a prize, and (3) play all 6 rounds will get their entry 
fee ($50) returned to them!! 


Time control: 40 - 2; 20 - Ihr. This is a non-smoking tournament - no computers - Bring clocks - sets 
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Action Chess 


We it seems that every- 
body is talking about fast time 
controls these days. At first 
there was 30/30, 30/Sudden 
Death. mostly found at ‘one-day 
Quads. Then came its half- 
brother "Game in One hour", pi- 
oneered by Francisco Sierra. Fi- 
nally, with the blessing of 
U.S.C.F., Game in 30. or AC- 
TION CHESS, became a ratable 
time control for tournament com- 
petition. Opportunistic Matthew 
Haws ran a successful swiss us- 
ing this exciting new 
format. thereby injecting new life 
into the South Bay chess scene. 
In fact, all over America, chess 
organizers are trying out Action 
Chess, hoping that it will attract 
more new players, just like 
U.S.C.F. said it would. Right 
now it is too early to proclaim 
faster chess as a promotional 
masterpiece, but one thing is for 
sure: New players may be attract- 
ed, but many old players are defi- 
nitely repelled. 


First. lets take a stance on 
whether or not Action Chess at- 
tracts new players to the game. I 
think so; just the sound of frantic 
clock-punching will catch the at- 
tention of even cats and dogs. 
And if rated players always flock 
to the board that sounds like it is 
in time-pressure, just think how 





HARBINGER OF INSIGHT OR BLUNDER? 
by NM Peter Yu, contributing editor 


many non-rated players will spec- 
tate in all of their wide-eyed 
naiveté (plus the fact that they 
don't have a clock of their own 
that might be ticking)? Besides. 
it's about time for a new gimmic 
to promote chess, after the sur- 
prise failure of U.S.C.F.'s Chess 
Hall of Fame & Museum. 


Now lets analyze why many 
veteran tournament goers are 
scared off by the new Action 
Chess. There seems to be two 
main arguments against "Game 
in 30". On the idealistic level, 
Action Chess is feared because it 
seemingly lowers the quality of 
the games. Many players point 
out that less time for analysis 
prevents the composition of 
beautiful combinations while si- 
multaneously increases your 
chance to blunder. Well, beauti- 
ful combinations can be played 
just as often in Action Chess as 
in slower time controls, there is 
no law against it. In fact, com- 
binations will seem even more 
brilliant and insightful due to 
their rapidity. Plus more brillian- 
cies will be played because there 
will be empirically more games 
played. Okay, so maybe a lot of 
the brilliancies will actually be 
cheapoes, but if even Kasparov 
can't avoid making an unsound 
sac occasionally -- what hope 
have we? 


As for blunders, all I have to 


say is that practice makes perfect, 


That is, if you play more games 
at faster time controls, you will 
undoubtedly improve your play 
and composure under time pres- 
sure. Yes, it's true! Action 
Chess may actually help your 
slower tournament play. But 
what if Action Chess turns me 
into an impatient tournament 
player who replies quickly and 
unthinkingly? you may ask. The 
answer is in disciplining yourself 


so that you will be able to use | 


your time wisely and sparingly 
whether you're playing 30/S.D. 
or 40/2. Adapting yourself to 
faster time controls doesn't mean 
you will forget how to play 
slowly, it only means that you 
will be a better player if you can 
control your play at both speeds. 


Finally, don't worry if you fre- 
quently get into time pressure. | 


~ 


know a player who always gels | 


into time trouble, and he's rated 
over 2400! And to those addicts 
who deliberately get into time 
scrambles, my advice is to play 
Action Chess and cure yourself 
through over-sensitization. 


Whew! Now that weve 
settled that theoretical debate, it’ 
time to address the second majo 
argument -- that Action Chess i 
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just a mild form of Blitz chess 
and doesn't belong in rated tour- 
naments. Well, I can go on 
about how U.S.C.F. is currently 
considering whether or not to 
continue rating 30/S.D. games 
and what K factor to use in thc 
rating formula if they do keep 
rating Action Chess. But. I 
much rather suggest a different 
perspective: let the individual 
players decide if they want their 
Action Chess games rated. Sim- 
ply have a rated and non-rated 
section for every Action Chess 
tournament. In fact, I suspect 
that most players shy away from 
trying Action Chess for fear that 
they might lose some of their 
hard-earned rating points. But 
with the invention of a chicken -- 
] mean non-rated -- section, 
"slower" players can try out Ac- 
tion Chess (who knows, you 
might do well), without the pen- 
alty of losing being reflected in 
their ratings. With the choice of 
playing in an non-rated section, 
players can have their cake and 
eat it too. So please, don't 
knock Action Chess, until 
you've tried it. 


As for my personal experi- 
ence. I've played in a non-rated 
Action Chess event and was even 
up a piece against a certain 2500- 
player. Unfortunately, I only had 
5 minutes left when he had 15 
left to make all the moves. 
Needless to say, I lost, but I still 
went 4-1. At a recent Game-in- 
one swiss, I hung a rook to an 


expert in a drawn rook-and-pawn 
ending, only to win a later game 
because my opponent walked out 
of a perpetual check, straight into 
a winning fork. What's the point 
of all this? The point is that it 
all evens out in the end, In 
chess, whether it be 30/S.D. or 
40/2, one person's blunder is an- 
other man' s brilliancy. 


My only regret is that the 
second tournament was rated, if 
only I had a choice... 


Ed. Note--NOW YOU HAVE A 
CHOICE! Cal Action Chess 
Champ's / Aug. 21 will offer 
separate rated and non-rated sec- 
tions!! 





Important! 


Tips and Tricks for the 
tournament player 
by Philip D. Smith 


(This is the conclusion of 
last month's article on 
page 19 of CCJ.) 


PEIN CHANGES 
EVERYTHING: 

But my delight in this line for 
Black changed at once when I 
found the game between Gure- 
vich and Ehlvest in Pein's book- 
let. Gurevich played 22. Qb3!! 
Rfc8 (Pein mentions that in 
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Psakhis--Lechtynsky, Banja 
Luka, 1985, Black tried 22. ... 
Rfe8& 23. g4 Bd7, but White ob- 
tained a good advantage with 24. 


h4....) 23. g4 Bd7 24. Qc3 
a5 25. Ері c4 26. Ко2 
Qb4 £3. I9 URCI 28. 


Rxc3 b5 29. еб Ге 30. fe 
Be8 31. Ве4? (This mistake 
enabled Black to fight on to 
move 43, when he resigned, but 
Pein points out that 31. d6 Ra6 
32. Bb7 wins at once.) 


WHAT CAN BLACK DO? 

In addition to the Timman im- 
provement mentioned earlier, 
Pein shows two games where 
Black tried 16. ... Qb6! instead of 
16. ... Qh4+ or Timman's 16. ... 
Qe2. Both games continued 17. 
Bd3 c4. Now in Winants-- 
Zimmerman, Ghent, 1985, 
White played 18. Ba3 (Pein men- 
tions that Schussier--Helmers, 
Gjovik, 1985, ended in a draw af- 
ter 18. Bxd4 Qxd4 19. Вс2 Ос5 

20. Qf2 Оа5- 21. 042 Ос5) 

Qf6 19.е5 Вхе5! 20. Ге Охе5+ 
21. Be2 c3! 22. Qh6 Bg4 23. O- 
O0 Bxe2 24. Rf2! and Black 
should have tried 24. ... Rfb8 

25. Rel Qd4. In Olafsson- 
Helmers, Gjovik, 1985, White 
tried 18. Bxc4 Re8 19. Bd3? and 
Black drew in 23 moves. ## 
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Twenty-third Annual 


Seven-round, USCF rated Swiss 
system event; 49 players in one 
"open" section with "Active 
Chess" time control of one hour 
for each player per game to com- 
plete all moves (G/I); Tourna- 
те" Director, Francisco Sierra 
with Amada Sierra and Eleu- 
terio Alsasua. 


Top Results: 


Ist-2nd, Bill CHESNEY (2301). 
San Jose, and Cris RAMAYRAT 
(2513), San Leandro, 6-1, $150 
each; 

3rd-5th, Romulo FUENTES 
(2062), South San Francisco, 
Patrick McKENZIE (2100), 
Cupertino, and Kash PATEL 
(2071), San Jose, 5.5-1.5, $100 
each. 


Best Game Awards: 
(Yugoslav INSA Chess Clocks) 


1. Bill CHESNEY (2301), 
San Jose, for his win over 
Cris RAMAYRAT (2513) in the 
final round; 

2. Neil REGAN (1953), Fre- 
mont, 3.5-3.5, for his game 
versus Abel TALAMANTEZ 
(1652); 

3. Abel TALAMANTEZ 
(1652), Campbell, 3.5-3.5, for 
his upset of John BIDWELL 
(2253); 

4. Antony YIN (1376), 


Fremont, 3-4, for his last round 
game with Julie REGAN (1506). 


Some games follow: 


Bill Chesney (2301) 
Cris Ramayrat (2513) 
Sicilian Defense 


1.64. с5 2. МІЗ 46 23.44 са 
4. Мха4 МІ6 5. Кс3 аб 6. Во5 
еб 7.14 ОҺ6 8. 042 ОхЬ2 9. 
Rbl Qa3 10.e5 de 11. fe 
Nfd7 12. Bc4 Qa5 13. Bxe6 fe 
14. 0-0 h6 15. Nxe6 hg 16. 
Qxg5 Nf6 17. Qg6+ Kd7 18. 
Nxf8+ Rxf8 19. Qxg7+ Ke8 
20. ef Qc5+ 21. Kh1 Nd7 22. 
Nd5 1:0 


Abel Talamantez (1652) 
John Bidwell (2253) 
Alekhine's Defense 


l.e4. NIO. 2.65. .Nd5 9,с4 
Nb6 4.44 46 5.4 de 6. fe 
Nc6 7.Be3 Bf5 8.Nc3 e6 9. 
Nf3 Bb4 10. Bd3 Bg4 11. a3 
Bc3 12.bc Qd7 13. 0-0 Ма5 
14. Qe2 c5 15. Radl Qa4 16. 
h3 Bh5 17.g4 Bg6 18. Bg6 
hg 19. Ng5 0-0 20. Qf2 Nac4 
21. Qh4 Rfd8 22. Qh7 1:0 


Abel Talamantez (1671) 
Neil Regan (1953) 


Sicilian Defense 


1. е4 с5 2. МЗ Nc6 3. d4 cd 


Santa 





Clara 


4.Nxd4 g6 5.Nc3 Bg7 6. 
Be3 Nf6 7. f3 Qa5S 8.042 
0-0 9. Ве2 45 10. МЫЗ 04% 
11.са ММ 12. 0-0-0 ВІ5 13 
Nd4 Níd5 14.Nd5 Na2 15. 
Kb1 Qd5 16. Nf5 Nc3 l7. 
Qf5 18. Bd3 Qa5 19. Kb2 
Qb4 20. Ka2 Bc3 21. Qcl 
Rfc8 22.Qa3 Qh4 23. Вс5 
Bg7 24. Be7 Qf2 25. Qb3 
Rc3 26. Qb7 Rac8 27. Rcl 
Qd4 28. Bb4 R3c7 0:1 


Bill Chesney (2301) 
Vincent Stevens (2119) ? 
Scotch Game 


1l. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. d4 ed 
4. Nd4 Bc5 5. Be3 ОБҚ 6. 
NbS Be3 7. fe Qh4 8. g3 Qo 
9. Nc7 Kd8 10. Na8 Qhl ll. ' 
046 Мге7 12. Ма2 045 13. 
Ос7 Ке8 14. Ос8 1:0 


Romulo Fuentes (2062) 
Cris Ramayrat (2513) 
Benoni Defense 


1. 44 М6 2. с4 с5 3. 45 $6 
4. №3 46 5.e4 Bg7 6. f3 (4 
7. Вр5 еб 8.4е Веб 9. 042 
Nc6 10. 0-0-0 Nd4 11. Nd5 
Ь5 12. сь Ва5 13. ей ОЊб И.’ 
Ne2 Nb5 15. Bh6 Bh6 16. 
Qh6 Rab8 17. Qd2 Rfe8 18. 
Nc3 Nc3 19. Qc3 Nd7 20.h4 
Re3 21. 042 с4 22. Вс4 Ко 
23. b3 Ne5 24. Rdel Nc4 25. 
bc Rc4 0:1 
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Elephant Gambit" 
by Jensen, Purser and Pape 


[ evaluate opening theory books 
based on six criteria: 


1. Currency and correctness of 
research. The opening mono- 
graphs are the best buys provid- 
ing the author(s) have done a 
good job researching and compil- 
ing the available material. 

The authors of the Elephant 
Gambit were definitely diligent 
and appear to have collected most 
of the theoretical material and 
games from 1842 50 1987. 


2. Reliability of the publisher. 
Blackmar Press, P.O. Box 
7363, Warner Robins, GA 
31095-0023 U.S.A. is a 
newcomer to the publishing 
business. However, they have 
done a good job with the Ele- 
phant Gambit book making 
it clear that this book will not be 
their last publication. The book 
has an index of variations and the 
63 diagrams depicted from the 
Black side have been placed in 
Situations requiring a diagram. It 
is a soft-bound book of 88 pages. 
The cost of $7.50 is acceptable 
for such a work. 


3. Reliability of the author(s). 
Niels Jørgen Jensen and Rasmus 


Book Review 


Pape are from Denmark and arc 
respectable chess experts, and so 
is Tom Purser, Editor of the ex- 
cellent journal "BDR REVUE". 
To a great extent these masters 
speak from experience because 
they themselves have often 
played the Elephant Gambit. 


4. Information for the reader. 
Opening monographs are usually 
of interest to those who either 
play the opening or who intend 
to play it in the future. However, 
unusual opening monographs 
offer everyone something new, 
exciting and worthwhile - that is, 
ideas not seen in other openings 
but which conceivably could be 
translated into different openings 
or variations. 


5. Grandmasters who have 
played this opening with Black. I 
have always believed if well- 
known Grandmasters play an 
opening or opening variation 
then such openings must be 
playable. Review of the index of 
the Elephant Gambit reveals 
such names as Keres, Eliskases, 
Becker, Euwe, Bronstein and oth- 
ers. 


6. How soon will a book be- 
come obsolete. Opening mono- 
graphs of well-known openings 
and opening variations actually 
are obsolete by the time they are 
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by Val Zemitis 


published! However, this 15 not 
an opening that is often played 
and therefore the research and ma- 
terial presented in the Elephant 
Gambit book will have a value 
for a long time. 


Personal note: The Elephant 
Gambit will certainly become a 
collector's item because books 
from small presses are seldom 
printed in large quantities and I 
know that this book sells well 
all over the world. I predict that 
the Elephant Gambit book 
will soon be out-of-print. So, the 
time for you to acquire it is now! 





While on the subject: 
Kolty Chess Club Team tnmt. 
July 1988 


White: Kyle Haight (1454) 
Black: Harry Kline (1427) 
Elephant Gambit 


l.e4 e5 2. Nf3 d5 3. ed Bd6 
4. Nc3 Nf6 5. Bc4 0-0 6. 0-0 
eA 7. Nd4. Bh2« 8. Khl Ng4 
9. Ве2 Qh4 10. f3 Bg3+ 11. 
Kgl Qh2 ++ 
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Ray Orwig's Scholastic Tournaments 


St.Marks Scholastic 
Quads / June 18, 1988 
San Rafael 


There were 5 groups according to 
rating. 

The top rated player David Peter- 
son (1569) came from Texas and 
is only 7 years old. Losing to 
Adam Grover (1460) he achieved 
2nd place with 2 points in the 
top group compared to 3 points 
and 1st place for Adam Grover. 
Other winners: Nader Atizadeh 
(1266) 3 points, Jeff Bayot (unr.) 
and William Goodson (unr.) 2 
points tie, Christopher Perez 
(unr.) 3 points, Mike Sankovich 
(907) and T. Zach Wilson (unr.) 
2 1/2 point tie. 


Fremont Library 
Scholastic tournament 
June 24, 1988 


Primary Division - K 3 

Ist Kevin Simler 4:0 points 

2nd Michael Lo 3.5 points 

3rd Dave Arevalo & Nick Pappas 
3 points. 

Elementary Division -4-6 
Ist Enoch Kwok 4 points 

2nd Vinay Parthasamthy 3.5 pts. 
3rd Bill Barclay, Jeff Brandow , 
Matt Bullard, Binh Nguyen, 
Michael Peaslee, Dan Tzuang, 
and Sarat Khandavalli 

all 3 points. 


Junior High Division 7-8 
Ist Bao Nguyen 4 points 

2nd Gideon Kwok, John Meyer, 
and Duy Nguyen 3 points each 
3rd Jim Phair and Alexander 
Hansen 2 1/2 points. 


High School Div. 9 - 12 
Ist David Lee, 4 points 

2nd Erik Kline, and Hoang 

Nguyen - 3 points 

3rd Steve Chuang, Bill Courant, 

John Hsu, and Rodger Pruitt - 

2 points each. 


All division winners received tro- 
phies, 2nd & 3rd places received 
medals. A drawing was also held 
to give away a chess T-shirt for 
each section. A total of 77 
players participated in this the 
3rd Annual Summer Tourna- 
ment. Tournament was organized 
and directed by Ray and Gail Or- 
wig. Prizes were provided by the 
N.C.C.A. and the Nor Cal Scho- 
lastic Championships. 


San Lorenzo 
Scholastics, July 9, 88 


Primary Division 

lst Kevin Simler 3 points 

2nd Aaron Barranco 2 pts. 

3rd Micah Fisher-Kirshner 1 pt. 
Kevin Simler, Age 6 is only in 
Kindergarden. 


Elementary Division 


Ist Enoch Kwok 4 points 

2nd Gideon Kwok, Erik Fogel, 
and Binh Nguyen - 3 points each 
3rd Bill Barclay, Herman Hsuan, 
Richard Peaslee, Matt Silva 2pts, 


Junior High Division 
Ist Duy Nguyen 5 points 

2nd Jensen Galan 4 points 

3rd Bao Nguyen 3 points 


High School Division 

Ist Stacey Ng 2 1/2 points 
Hoang Nguyen 2 1/2 points 

2nd Rick Martinez 1 point. 


A total of 25 players participated 
in this 1st San Lorenzo Tnmt. 
Prizes were a chess book for Ist, 
and medals for 2nd and 3rd. 
Prizes were provided by the 
NCCA and the Nor Cal Scholas- 
tic Championships. 


Top picture next page: Center - 


) 


Enoch Kwok, left Gideon Kwok, 


right Herman Hsuan. 


Bottom picture next page: 
Kim Nguyen, Fremont, Age 4 
In this tournaments even the 
players that don't win prizes 
smile. 


Photos by Richard Shorman 
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Michael Tomey wins Livermore Open 





June 18 and 19 drew 48 players 
to Livermore. The tournament 
proceeded smoothly under the di- 
rection of Keith Mehl assisted by 
Don Wolitzer. 

A highlight was the participation 
of Cray Blitz, a powerful com- 
puter from the Livermore Lab. 





Results: 

Open Section: 
Ist Michael Tomey (2109), Sun- à aa 
nyvale, 4:0 $ 135.00 4 = Д 
2nd to 3rd - Peter Yu (2240), | bo 
Berkely, and Mike Arne (2164), 
Palo Alto, 3.5:.5, $70.00 each. 
Under 2000: 

Ist - 2nd - Mark Gagnon (1943), 
Mt. View, and Greg Payne 
(1963), Redwood City, 3:1 $80 
each; 

3rd - 6th, Sinan Kaptanoglu | {с 
(1949), San Carlos, William AE dl o ME 
McCann (1934), San Francisco, 1 | 1| 14» 1! |] |» | 
Neil Regan (1963) , Fremont, э C ue T m 
and Joe Kuchta (1750), Liver- DT C s 1. 
more, 2.5:2.5, $10 each. і м ом 
Reserve Section: Michael Tomey 
Ist - 2nd, Leon Rothstein (1726) 

Sacramento, and Jose Deleon 

(1567), Ceres, 4:1, $ 62.50 each. Mark Gagnon (1940), with the 11. Nd6 Nf5 12. Bb2 Nc6 





Photo Richard Shorman 


Under 1600: white pieces beats a time handi- —— 13. Rel Nd6 14. Qd6 Bc7 15. 
Ist, Alan Stein (1343), Los Al- capped Cray Blitz (the processors — Qd3 d5 16. Bb3 Rf5 17. Rail 
tos, 3.5:1.5, $ 50; had to be shared). В46 18. Вс2 Qc7 19. g4 

2nd, Scott Castner (1541), Liver- Rxf3 20. Qxf3 Bxh2« 21.  ! 
more, 3:2, $ 25.00 Sicilian Smith-Morra Kg2 Nxb4 22.Bbl Nc6 23. | 
Under 1400: 1.44 e6 2. e4 c5 3.c3 cd4 Rhl Bf4 24. Bxh7+ Kf7 25. | 
Ist - 3rd, Justin Howell (1257), — 4. Nf3 dc3 5. Nxc3 Bc5 6. Bcl g5 26.Bbl Qe$5 27.24 
Los Gatos, David Bunde (1230), ^ Bc4 Ne7 7.0-0 0-0 8.23 f5 Nd4 28. Rh7+ Kg8 29. Qa3 
San Jose, and Jerry Corthell 9.b4 fed 10.Nxe4 Bb6 NfS 30. gf Qf6 31. Bb2 1:0 


(unr.), Modesto, 2.5:2.5 , $8.33. 











Attacking Guide 


Th nterattack 


K-side attacks are fun to conduct 
especially against high rated 
players. Bagging the win also 
gains big rating points. I hadn't 
caught a KARP (pardon the ex- 
pression) in a long time. It was 
with some excitement that I sat 
down to face GM Sergey Kudrin 
at the '86 World Open. I was 
thoroughly outplayed in the 
opening and middle game, Kudrin 
had 2 outside passed pawns, I 
was hopelessly busted, but then, 
summoning strength and re- 
sources, came Black's knockout 
Um 


"mn nr 
ПЕСЕН 


mom m 
8 mnmj 
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White: GM Kudrin 
Black: FM Mar 


Black is strategically lost, as 
White simply consolidates and 
pushes his 2 passed pawns. But 
things are not so easy, White's 
pieces have all come to the Q- 


Pinal u 


by FM Craig Mar 


side, Black must oen a second 
front. At this point, Kudrin was 
playing quickly and easily, a half 
hour ahead on the clock. I tried a 
desperate counterattack. 

3l. .. Bxb5 32. Qxb5 45! 
This sudden activity caught Ku- 
drin's attention. 

33. Bxe5?! ... In retrospect a 
risky and unnecessary pawn grab. 
At the time I thought it was 
good. Instead 33. Qe2! eliminates 
the counterplay. 

25, «а КЕНІЇ 

While good, the piece sac 33. ... 
de! probably wins, 34. Qxb6 ef 
35. Kh3 Ne4! etc. 

34. Ке2 Кхе2 35. Охе2 
de This is the position Black 
had been aiming for, but now 
came an unexpected move .... 
36. g4? 


ии n 
HOB 
шн, 


Black to move .... 

At first sight a tremendous 
move, winning a piece, but the 
recource 36. .... Qd5! turns 


i piece with 45. ... 
& Qel 47. Nel Bf2 but felt 


4 was. 4o. 


the tables. Kudrin did not see this 
move and was now quite con- 
cemed . White is probably lost! 
37. Bb8 QgS 38. Nc4 
Da7 39. Bg3 Nf4« 

I felt it was important to gain 
dark square control and eliminate 
a major defensive piece. 

40. Bxf4  Qxf4 41. №а2 
e3 An important fine point in 
the execution of the attack, the 
pawn also participates. 

42. Nf1 Kudrin was in physi- 
cal pain, while I had less than 5 
minutes to reach move 50. Ku- 
drin had about 15 minutes, but 
Black's moves were far easier to 
make. 42. .. М45 43. Мс5 
White's first drawing attempt .... 
044 44. КҺІ 041! 

Now I'm down to 3 minutes. Ku- 
drin now realized he was busted 
and spent 10-12 minutes looking 
for a defense. 45. Nd3 

I was well aware I could win a 
Nc3 46. Qel 


x White would have too many 


| drawing chances. .. Qa3 
46. Ng3 Played quickly as now 
he was down to 2 minutes as I 

. Оаї+ 47. Kg2 
Qb1!! I was not aware until 
several days later that this quiet 
move was deadly. I waited in 
tense silence as Kudrin lost on 
time. 


See final position on next page. 
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White to move 


There 1s no defense to the tactical 
shot 48. ... Qxd3! 
White resigns. 


The unclear 
Pi rifi 


Exactly what do I mean by 
"unclear piece sacrifice" ? An 
unclear piece sacrifice means giv- 
ing up a bishop or a knight for 
pawn(s) with compensation. Un- 
clear, because you may not get 
the material back as opposed to a 
3 move combination sacrificing a 
piece and recovering it 3 moves 
later. These type of positions are 
not for the faint-hearted, things 
happen quickly and critically. As 
the great Keres once noted: A 
sacrifice does not have to be 
completely correct to work, the 
opponent, under sacrificial dur- 
ess, often helps things along. 
The greatest exponent of the un- 
clear piece sac, Mikhail Tal, once 
said, "There are two types of sac- 
rifices, sound ones, and mine!" 
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Her is one of my favorites: 
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White to move: 


This sharp position arose out of 
a Catalan and White faces some 
critical decisions. Should I sac? 
and if so, how? Let's look at 
some possibilities. 

a) 18. Nxe7 (The chicken line, 
White sacs a pawn) ....Kxe7 19. 
Bg2 Nb7 20. e4 with compensa- 
tion. 

b) 18. Nxg7+ Kf8 19. Nxe6 fe 
20. Воб Rg8 and White does 
not have enough for his knight. 
18. Bxd5!?? ed 19. Qxd5 
Rb8 20. Rfd1!? A surpris- 
ing decision! There are few 
players who could resist getting 
another pawn back and wrecking 
Black's pawns with 20. Nxg74 
Kf8. At first sight White seems 
to have little for his sacrifice 
(only a pawn for the piece) but 
upon deeper inspection you no- 


tice what a terrific bind White 
has and how Black's rook is 
locked in. Taking the pawn on 
£7 would help to activate the 
sleeping rook. A real Grandmas- 
ter Move! 20. ... Bf6 21. 
Qd7+ Kf8 22. Nd6! The 
knight lands on a square which 
dominates Black's position, pre- 
venting the knight and rook on 
b8 from moving. 


ERE Vu 
Bee A 


Black to move 
The threat is 23. Qe8 mate. 
22. ... Kg8! Probably the 
only move, if 22. ... g6 23. Rc7 
Rh7 24. Qe8 Kg7 25. Rd7 
and it's still a winning attack. 
23. RdS a6 24. h4! Kh7 
Black is busted despite having an 
extra piece because his pieces 
cannot come to the critical area. 
The powerful knight on d6 acts 
as a plug, preventing the Q and 
R from influencing the coming 
K-side attack. 25. QfS«! Kg$ 
26. Кс41!? Stops 26. ... B2 
27. Nc8! and maintains the 
bind, 26. ... Nc6 27. Ne4! 


See diagram next page 
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Black to move 

The pressure continues, for if 27. 
... Ne7? 28.. Nxf6+! gf6 29. 
Qg4- with a strong attack. De- 
Firmian is in time trouble. It's 
much easier to attack than defend! 
E Be 27, 15! 

White now threatens nothing, 

but in serious time pressure, it is 
difficult to come up with a 

move. 28. ... Bf8?! 29. 

Rd7 Ne7 30. Qf4 Rb7 
31. Rd8! Black's position has 
deteriorated and is now being held 
by a threat but that threat snaps. 
31. .. Kh7? 32. R1d6 

Qc7 33. Qxf7. Now Black is 
clearly busted .... Nd5!? 

A good swindling attempt in 

lime pressure, but White now 

has a mate in two. 34. Qf5+ 
g6 35. Qxg6 mate. 

A sharp game. ### 


Played any interesting attacks? If 
so, send to Craig Mar, 1073 
Walker Ave, Oakland CA 94610 


C-player continued from 
page 8 

25. .. КІ8 26. Оа4+ 5 
27. Qa5 Rf4 28. Rc7 Qb4? 


It would be hard to win after 
29... 1216. 
On 28. ... Qe4 29. Qc3. 


29. Qb6 Qe4 30. h3! 
Rd8 31. Rh7 Rf8 32. Rh4 
Qf5 33. Qc6« Kf7 


White gets too many pawns 
0n 33. ..Rd7 34. Мез 065 33. 
Re4. 


34. Qb7+ Kf6 35. Nd4 
Qe5 36. Re4 1-0. 


As 36. ... Rd7 37. Qc6+ Каб 
38. Ве5. 


If Fauber can transfer her апа- 
lytic talents from in front of the 
TV set to the board, we may play 
in a Dallas tournament and found 
a Dynasty--even though we are 
no longer The Young and the 
Restless. 





Berkeley Class struggle 
continued from page 6 

22. Qf6 Rd7 23. Qxg6+ Kh8 
24. Qf6+ Kg8 25. Rd3 Ке? 
26. Rg3+ 1: 0 


White: M. Watson (2080) 
Black: E. Winslow (2385) 
Sicilian - Najdorf rd. 2 
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1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cd 
4. Nxd4. Nf6 5. Nc3 a6 6. Bg5 
e6 7.f4 b5 8. Bd3 Nbd7 9. 
Nb3 Bb7 10. Qf3 Be7 11. 0-0-0 
h6 12. Bxf6 Bxf6 13. Bxb5 
аб5 14. Nxb5 0-0 15. Nxd6 
Всб 16. ЕБІ Qb6 17. QB3 
Nc5 18.e5 Be7 19. f5 Nxb3 
20. Nc4 Qa6 21. cb3 Be4+ 
22. Ксі Вез- 1:90 





Multivision Cable TV 
Open / Rohnert Park 

The Rohnert Park Tournament 
Chess Club hosted the "Multivi- 
sion Cable T.V. Open" Chess 
Tournament July 9 & 10. There 
were 49 entrants with 6 Masters 
including 1 Grandmaster and 1 
International Master. 

The winners were Willisam Or- 
ton III of San Francisco and Re- 
nard Anderson of Aptos with 
identical scores of 4.5 points. 
The expert prize was shared by P. 
Cobert of San Rafael, N. Dumyk 
of San Francisco, and B. Evans 
of Rohnert Park all with 4-1 
Scores. 

I.M. Jay Whitehead held an unad- 
vertised simultaneous exhibition 
after the last round that was well 
received. He was undefeated and 
undrawn. 

The next tournament in Rohnert 
Park will be the Koltanowski 
Open September 17 & 18, 1988. 
To enter, or for more informa- 
tion, contact Walter W. Randle, 
842 Lilac Way, Rohnert Park, 
CA 94928, or call him at (707) 
795-2220. Check your Chess 
Life for more details. 
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CALENDAR 


August 
7 Walnut Creek Quads 
Dr. Pascal Baudry 
At» 255 T52U 
1-19 Boston. US-OPEN 
18 Burlingame Club Swiss 
20 San Rafael/Schol. Quads 
Raymond Orwig 
ATS 24341-79256 


20-21 Marysville Tom Giertych 
9Io 6711715 


21 Berkeley Action Chess 
Peter Yu 415 848-7809 


Septem У 


3-5 San Jose State 
Francisco Sierra 


0- 


10 


11 


13 


24 


408 241-1447 


11 Reno Open 
Jerome Weikel 
801 968-4371 


San Jose - Action Chess 
Mathew Haws 408 224-5781 


| 
Walnut Creek Quad cancellq 


- 18 Rohnert Park Kolty Ope 
Walter Randle 707 795-222) 


- 25 Sunnyvale LERA \ 
Jim Hurt 916 525-1912 | 
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The UC Berkeley Chess Team: Joel Salman (1), Roger Poehlmann, Peter Yu, and David Glueck. 
CCJ coverage of the Pan American Intercollegiate begins on page 3. 


| 
| 
| 
FLASH 
| Spraggett 3:3 Yusupov 
| Overtime begins 1/31 


| COMPLETE CANDIDATES 
_ COVERAGE NEXT ISSUE! 
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Welcome to the new Califor- e Book reviews, profiles of area 
nia Chess Journal, now under clubs, and other areas of interest 
the management of the UC concerning chess. 

































Berkeley Chess Club. In 1988, . Games, games, games!! 

founder Hans Poschmann Extensively annotated by the es 
received the "Best Independent еа Joel Salti scusa 3 
Magazine” award from the i Reykjavik World Cup 

Chess Journalists of America. * Up to date listings of Northern from the Bulletins ........... 4 
For 1989, we intend to do even California events and a com- Bay Area Splinters............. 7 


better. Starting with this issue, plete club directory. 


here’s what you can expect: Hey, Tournament Director! 


These changes will improve the Andrew Lazarus .............. 1 


e Timely coverage of Local, CCJ dramatically, but it won't 
National, and International happen without your help. Sub- 
tournaments, months earlier scribe now with this low 

than Chess Life. introductory offer and save 
more than 20% off the cover 
price. 








Playing the Exchange Down 
Craig Mar... aed 8 


Brilliancy Winner 

annot. David Glueck .......9 
Back to Square One 
PED TR a cadet 






* Quality instruction from 
columnists FM Craig Mar, FM 
David Glueck, NM Matthew Bonus offer: subscribe or 





















Ng, NM Peter Yu, and NM renew for one year (by March 1, | Practical Endgames 
Roger Poehlmann. Get lessons — 1989) and receive a coupon Roger Poehlmann ......... 12 
from Northern California's top роо for $4 off the entry feeat | Local Club Directory ........ 23 





masters in your mailbox every any UC Berkeley tournament. 
month. 


Tournament Calendar ...... 
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BERKELEY SECOND TO HARVARD AT PAN AMS 


Top ranked Harvard University’s 
“A” team rolled through a 36 team 
field to score 7.5/8 at the 1988 Pan- 
American Intercollegiate Team 
Championship, held at the Hyatt 
Regency in New Brunswick, New 
Jersey. Finishing tied for second at 
6 points were teams two through 
five: Yale “A”, UNPHU (Universi- 
dad Nacional Pedro Henrigez 

Urena - Dominican Republic), UC 
Berkeley and Rhode Island 

College. Harvard's 1.5 point lead 
over the other teams is misleading 
as the tournament was less of a 
blowout than the final tally 

suggests. Things were not decided 
until the last round, as Berkeley 
rebounded from a third round loss 
to Harvard to win its next four 
matches, including a display of 
excellent team form by winning 
three in a row 2.5 to 1.5 in rounds 
five to seven. This pulled Berkeley 
within a half point of Harvard 
entering the final round. Yet 

Harvard might have made a perfect 
score for the tournament had not 
Vivek Rao lost a very drawish rook 
ending, allowing Rhode Island to 
draw in round six. 


Things began to get interesting 
before round one as two tradition- 
ally strong teams changed shape. 
Harvard “A” was weakened when 





Joel Salman, Berkeley’ s fourth 
board, is the assistant editor of the 
CCJ.A graduate student at Cal in 
the fall, he is taking the spring 
semester off in order to work. Joel 
also tutors chess privately and will 
be directing at the 1989 NY Open 
International. 


by Joel Salman 
third board senior master Girome 
Bono did not appear for the 
tournament. However, he was 
hardly missed. Harvard was led by 
2400s Danny Edelman (7/8 and top 
first board) and Vivek Rao, with 
2200s Issa Youseff and Andy 
Serotta on boards three and four. 
Meanwhile, Columbia University 
did not show up en masse, causing 
TD Glenn Petersen to jest that 
Columbia “hadn't been able to hire 
the players they wanted.” 


For the Berkeley team of David 
Glueck (2420), Peter Yu (2227), 
Roger Poehlmann (2206) and Joel 
Salman (2139), the biggest scare 
might have come before the first 
round when Glueck's plane was 
grounded in Detroit with mechani- 
cal problems—fortunately he 
managed to get on an earlier plane, 
and I was very relieved and 
surprised when someone ap- 
proached me in Newark Interna- 
tional to ask “Excuse me, are you 
from Berkeley?” As for our final 
result, it was somewhat disappoint- 
ing since it ended with a white- 
washing by Yale in the last round; a 
draw would have meant clear 
second for Berkeley, and even a tie 
for first seemed possible. However, 
second place was a good result, 
even if nobody but Red Sox fans 
remembers who finishes second. 


ROUND 1 

Monday, December 26th, 7 PM 
The early rounds were supposed to 
be easy for Berkeley. After all, our 
2248 average seeded us fourth. Yet 
St. Mary's University (#21 at 
1885), from "very" Northeastern 
Canada refused to roll over. The 
final score of 3.5 - 0.5 wasn't 


reflective of how things looked 
during the match. Glueck acciden- 
tally "sacked" the exchange on 
board one for some compensation. 
Whether it was for enough 
compensation is unclear, but Dave 
worked his way out of trouble to 
reach a position with N+4P vs 
R+2P, all on the kingside. Although 
it looked promising, the Rook was 
adequate for the defense and the 
game ended in a draw. The other 
boards looked like real struggles, 
but eventually experience and 
ratings carried the day. 


ROUND 2, 
Tuesday, December 27th, 10 AM 


Berkeley had little trouble with 
Harvard’s “B” team (#12, 2052), 
winning 3.5 - 0.5. Only Salman got 
into difficulties, misplaying the 
Black side of a Queen’s Indian to 
get into a lost position. When his 
opponent tried to win cutely Joel 
was able to turn on the tactics and 
White had to be precise to hold the 
draw. Glueck pushed home a fast 
b-pawn while Peter Yu gave a 
good demonstration of what 
happens in the King’s Indian when 
Black’s dark squared Bishop comes 
to life. Roger Poehlmann chipped 
in a win in “The Boring System”. 
White: Damion (2018) 


Black: Peter Yu (2227) 
King’s Indian Defense 


1.c4 Nf6 2.Nc3 g6 3.e4 This move, 
instead of 3.d4, avoids a transposi- 
tion into the Gruenfeld and forces 
black into a King’s Indian or 
Anglo-Indian/Botvinnik System 
game. 3...d6 4.d4 Bg7 5.f3 0-0 


continued p. 14 
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INTERNATIONAL NEWS: 


The 1988 Reykjavik World Cup 
Chess Tournament was a close one 
up until the end. If the Russian GM 
Alexander Beljavsky had not lost to 
Spassky in the 17th and final round, 
World Champ Gary Kasparov 
might have had to share first place 
with his fellow Soviet. Of course, 
Kasparov could have pressed on for 
a win against GM Pedrag Nikolic if 
things ever got too close. Although 
this is no easy task, one must 
remember Kasparov's hard earned 
and desparately needed win against 
Anatoly Karpov in their most 
recent title match. 


We wanted to include all of the 
high-quality chess from this super- 
strong Category 15 (2618) event, 
but there just isn’t enough room in 
the California Chess Journal. 
However, complete tournament 
bulletins of this and other world- 
class events can be purchased from 
GM Walter Browne, who may be 
contacted through the editor. The 
source of these results is the official 
Reykjavik World Cup tournament 
bulletin, edited by Icelandic Master 
Dan Hansson (2280 FIDE). (again, 
made available through GM 
Browne) 


Here are some early round games 
from the original bulletin. These 
games give a brief but colorful 
sampling of the kind of chess that 
was played. They feature all of the 
18 participating GMs and you 
won't see them annotated anywhere 
(not living in Chess Life, not inside 
Inside Chess) but in the CCJ ! 


White: A. Sokolov 
Black: J. Speelman 
French Tarrasch 


REYKJAVIK WORLD Cup - 


].e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nd2 In modern 
grandmaster chess it is amazing 
how easily black manages to 
equalize in the French if white 
plays anything else than 3.Nc3. 
That move on the other hand 
involves slightly more risks for the 
white player, a risk not everyone is 
prepared to take. 3...c5 4.ed Od5 
The positions with an isolated pawn 
after exd5 were analysed in depth 
when Korchnoi played it against 
Karpov, and since then this old 
continuation has gained popularity. 
5.Ngf3 cd 6.Bc4 Od6 7.0-0 Nf6 
Black should not try to hang on to 
the pawn on d4 with Мсб апа е5, 
giving white too strong an attack 
with his better developement. 
8.Nb3 Nc6 9.Nbd4 Nd4 10.Nd4 a6 
1.с3 Ос7 12.0е2 В46 13.Һ3 0-0 
14.Ка1 65 15.Ваз ВЫ7 16.а4 b4 


17.cb4 Bb4 18.Bg5 Nd5 19.Racl 
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жо ботів 
20.Qe4 g6 21.Bh6 Rfc8 22.0e5 
With this second threat of mate in 
one, white succeeds in weakening 
up a pawn to bring the knight into 
the attack. 24...0a4 25.Nc5 Qb4 
26.Be4 Rfe8 27.Nd7 Rad8 A good 


же 7 
the defense around the black king. 
defensive move, keeping the 


Y 
22...Bf8 23.Bf8 Rf8 24.Nb3 Giving 
balance. 
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28.Rd5 ed5 29.Nf6-- Kf8 30.Nh7+ 
Kg8 31.Nf6+ Kf8 32.Nh7+ Kg8 
3.Nf64- Kf8 34.Nh7- draw. 


White: Margeir Petursson 
Black: L. Portisch 
Benoni 
].d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nf3 c5 4.d5 ed 
5.cd d6 6.Nc3 26 7.Bf4 a6 8.e4 
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White usually tries to prevent black 


from expanding on the queen's side 
with 8.a4, but Petursson's play in 
this game seem to indicate that 
white can do without it. 8...b5 
9.Qe2 At this point, threatening to 
break through with e5._9...Nh5 

0.Bg5 f 7 12.р4 М7 
13.54 
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An unusual sight, pawn storms on 
different flanks with both kings left 
in the center and the development 
of the pieces not completed. 
White's attack is justified by the 
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annotations by Dan акта 


strange position of the knight on g7 
and his lead in development. 
13..Nb6 14.Nd2 b4 15.Nd1 h$ 
White may not be permitted to play 
h5 which would cramp the black 
position, but now a weakness is 
created on g6.. 16.gh МҺ5 17.Ер1 
Kf7 18.f4 f$ 19.022 Rh6 20.Nf2 


[6 21,0-0-0 Bg7 b7 
23.Be2 White's position is 
beautiful, his pieces cooperating 
harmoniously, threatening the 


opponent everywhere. Black's next 


move seems to be the only one to 
defend against e5 and Bh5, as 
23...fe4 24.Ne4 only brings more 
white pieces into the attack and 
23... Re8 24.e5 Bd5 25.ef6 Bg2 26. 
fg Re3 27. Rg2 simply loses a 
piece. 23... Rg8 24.e5 Od8 25.Bf3 
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26.Bh5 gh 27.025 Black’s position 
is falling apart. 27...nd5 28.Qf54 
Ke8 29.ed6 Oc8 29...Ne3 30.Rdel 
30.Qe4+ Kf8 31.Bc5 Kf7 32.Nc4 
Re6 33.0f5+ Nf6 34.026 1-0 A 


beautiful performance of Petursson! 
White: G. Kasparov 
Black: U. Andersson 
Queen’s Gambit 


a f6 2. c4 e6 3.Nc3 d5 4.cd ed 


c6 6.0c2 Be7 7 bd7 


8.Bd3 Nh5 The exchange variation 
has been a favourite weapon of the 
world champion, so it's understand- 
able that Andersson should opt for 
early exchanges. 9.Be7 Qe7 
10.Nge2 It is not worth giving up 
the bishop for three pawns with 


10.Bh7 g6 11.Bg6. 10...26 11.0-0-0 
Nb6 12, Ng3 Ng7 Kasparov is well 
prepared to storm on the king’s side 
should black dare to castle there, so 
instead Andersson prepares to bring 
his king into safety on the other 
wing. Exchanging on g3 would 
only open a line in white’s favour. 
13.Kb1 Bd7 14.Rcl 0-0-0 15.Na4 
Na4 16.0a4 Kb8 17.Rc3 b6 18.Ba6 
Ne6 19.Rhc1 Rhe8 20.0b3 Qd6 





ben ГЕ ш 


The world champion increases the 
pressure, but Andersson still has a 
solid position. 
21. Nf] Ka8 22.Nd2 Nc7 The pawn 
on h2 is forbidden fruit, white plays 
23.Nf3 and brings his knight to e5 
and the black defense is broken. 
Bf] Ne6 24.23 R c7 

6.h4 Rd8 27 c8 
The passive defense Bb7 looks 
more in line with the position. 
29.Ng5 Ng5 30.hg Bb7 31.dc bc 
32.0f4 Of4 33.gf 
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The black position is worse, but 
the next move blunders a pawn. 

d 34. Rc5 R Bb7+ Kb7 
36.Кс5 de 37.fe Re8 38.Re5 Maybe 
black had hoped for drawing 
chances after 38.Rc3? Kasparov's 
move wins outright since the pawn 
ending is hopeless, the king can't 
stop two white passed pawns at 
once. 40.Kc 

4 4 43. 
44.b5 1-0 


White: J. Timman 
Black: M. Petursson 
Bogo-Indian Defense 







11.Bc3 Ne4 12.Rel a5 The position 
is about equal. White’s long time 
plan is an advance in the center 
along with pressure along the c-file. 
Black must solve the problem of 
the pawn on c7 and keep his firm 
grip on the white squares. ]3.Rel 
a4 14.Bd2 Rfc8 15.Be3 Bf5 16.Nd2 


Rd8 17.Ne4 Be4 18.f3 Bc2 19.0d2 
Bf5 Probably better was 19...Bg6 


immediately where the B is less 
exposed. 20.Bf2 Od6 21,Ос3 Bg6 
22.e3 Rd7 23.0c5 








Reykjavik 


continued from p. 5 
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23...Na5 Natural looks 23...Qf6 
followed by Ra5, Rb5 and a 
redevelopment of the knight, but 
GM Petursson finds an interesting 
continuation which leads to great 
complications. 24.0d6 cd 25.e4 
Nc4 25...b5 to prepare for Nc4 is 
not so clear after 26.ed, threatening 
27.Bh3 and f5 trapping the B. 26.f4 
2 27.Bh3 Re7 28. ‚еа 
Now black gets the upper hand, 
29.g4 Nd3 30.gh de with a 
complicated struggle should be 
played. 29...Re1+30.Rel Bf3 
31.Bfl Bd5 An unlucky move 
spoiling the game. After 31...Rc8 
black keeps a slight advantage. 
32.Rb1 Nc4 33.Rb5 Petursson 
probably overlooked this move. He 
is now fighting a lost battle. 
33...Na3 34, Rd5 Nc2 35.Rd6 a3 
36.Bc4 h5 37.Rd7 b5 38.Bf7+ Kh7 


f6 a2 40 Ra2 41. Rg7+ 
42,45 Һ4 43.Ер8 1-0 
White: M.Tal 
Black: J. Speelman 
Pirc Defense 
eA 44 26 3. 74 Ве 


Nf6 5.Nc3 0-0 6.0-0 c5 This move 


has not as good a reputation as 


6...Bg4. 7,d5 Na6 8.Rel Nc7 9.Bf4 
10,Nb5 Ne4 11.Nc7 Qc7 12.Bc4 


Nf6 13.h3 Preventing 13...Bg4. 


California Chess Journal 


White has the better game, being 
able to put strong pressure along 


the open e-file. 13...Re8 14.Rb1 
Securing the pawn from an 


eventual attack by Nh5 followed by 


Bb2. 14...3515.0d2 Ob6 16.Re3 
a6 17.Ba6 Qa6 18.Ng5 Qb7 


|9.Rbe1 Kf8 Driving the N away 
with h6 would only create new 
weaknesses. Speelman tries to 
offer the exchange of Qs. 20.c4 


Qb4 21.0e2 h6 Speelman now 
offerred a draw, probably not 


realizing the danger threatening 
him. 
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22.NE7! K£7 23.Rb3 23.Re7 gains 
nothing, but with this ingenious 
maneuver white obtains an 
irresistible attack. 23...0a4 

4 + Kf8 25.Rb7 
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25,..0c4 Black's moves are more 
or less forced, 25...Ra6 losing to 
26.b3 Qa2 27.Re7 Re7 28.Qe7 


Kg8 29.Qb7 26.Bd6 Ng8 27,Re3 
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Bf6 28.Rf3 Kg7 Black is 
defenseless against the onslaught of 
white forces. 29.Be7 Re7 30.Re7+ 
Ne7 30...Be7 is answered with 
31.R£7+ Kh8 32.Qg6 with mate to 
follow. 31.Of6+ Kg8 32.0f7+ Khe 
33.0е7 Od5 34.Rf7 1-0 This is the 
kind of game that has earned Tal 
his reputation as "the Wizard of 
Riga" and the love and respect of 
chess fans all over the world! 


Final Standings 
1 Garry Kasparov 11 
2 A. Beljavsky 10.5 
3 Mikhail Tal 10 
4-5 J. Hjartarson 95 
Jaan Ehlvest 95 
6-8 Artur Jüsüpov 9 
Gyula Sax 9 
Jan Timman 9 
9-11 John Nunn 85 


Jonathan Speelman 85 
Ulf Andersson 85 
Andrei Sokolov 8 
Pedrag Nikolic 8 
14 Zoltan Ribli 19 
15-16 Lajos Portisch 7 
Boris Spassky 7 
17 Viktor Kortsnoj 65 
18 Margeir Pétursson 6 


12-13 


Due to space constraints, the rest of 
the annotated games will appear 
next issue to conclude our report— 
Editor. 
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BAY AREA SPLINTERS: 
NOVEMBER 30, 1988 - JANUARY 23, 1989 





Cal-Berkeley November (Nov. 2- 
30) TD: Peter Yu: 1st-Seggev 
Weiss (2057) 3.5-.5; 2nd-NM Peter 
Yu (2266) 3-1. A half-point ahead 
of the field, Weiss held a bye- 
handicapped Yu to a draw in a 
tense, last round struggle. UCB 
student Weiss was rewarded with a 
$10 gift certificate from Games of 
Berkeley. Next tournament starts 
Feb.1. 


Berkeley CC Open Qualifier (Oct.- 
Dec.2) TDs: Henry Mar and David 
Goldfarb: 1st-NM Roger Poehl- 
mann (2206) 7-1 and $50; 2nd/3rd- 
NM Steve Cross (2225), Alan 
Kobernat (2185) 6-2 and $12.50 
each; 4th-7th-Bob Hamm (2187), 
Joel Salman (2137), Robert Smith 
(1778) and SM Rich Kelson (2405) 
5.5-2.5. The top six finishers 

qualify for the closed Club 
Championship, a round-robin 

which begins in February. Last 
year's Co-Champions Kelson and 
Yu did not qualify, leaving Hamm 


_ as the only consecutive finalist. A 


full story with annotated games 
from all of the finalists will appear 
next issue. 


JCC Contra Costa Quad (Dec. 4) 
TD: Peter Yu: 1st place finishers 
were: Quad A- Peter Yu 2-1; Quad 
B: Seggev Weiss 2.5-.5; Quad C: 
Petho Szabolcs (1924) 2.5-.5. In 
the 13-player scholastics section, 
Eric Baudry (1450) finished 1st 
with 4-0, followed by Nicholas 

Woo (1314), Noah Potter (1255), 
Paul Berry (1250), and Sam Reader 
(1151) each at 3-1. Eric is currently 
the highest rated Californian under 
11. The next Walnut Creek quad is 
on Feb.5. 


Loweil H.S. Sectionals (Dec. 17) 
TD: Peter Dahl: 1st-Paul 
Liebhaber (2020) 3-0; 2nd-Don 
Urquhart (2143) 2.5-.5. Dark horse 
Liebhaber upset 2300's Peter Thiel 
and Charles Powell to finish with a 
perfect score. The next Lowell 
Tournament is on March 25. 


Vallejo Sectional (Dec. 17) TD: 
Ernie Valles: 1st-Peter Yu 2.5-.5; 
2nd/3rd-Clarence Lehmann (2050), 
Emie Valles (1678) 2-1. Despite 
the small turnout, Vallejo Club 
Champion Yu had difficulties 
mostly with roommate Alex 
Rapoport (1915) who drew his first 





master in tournament competition. 
Next is a 5-rd, class tournament on 
March 11-12. 


Palo Alto City Championships 
(Jan. 14-15) TD: Bill Wall: OPEN: 
1st/2nd-IM Marc Leski (2536), 
SM Bill Chesney (2417) 4.5-.5 and 
$150 each. RESERVE: 1st-Abel 
Talamantez (1875) 5-0. 
BOOSTER: Ist/2nd-Quy Le 
(1591), Steven Esh (1503) 4.5-.5. 
A huge turnout for the premier 
tournament of the newly formed 
Palo Alto Chess Club. The Palo 
Alto CC meets Tuesday nights for 
rated and casual play. 


Hey, Tournament Director! 
by Andrew Lazarus 


A Tournament Director’s night- 
mare, one of the worst: it’s the 
next-to-last round and the top 
boards already feature the leading 
players smelling the big money. 
And what happens? One of those 
games just won't end. It's dragging 
on and on... 

Do we adjourn? Or do we let the 
players struggle on? 

A quick look at the rule book 
doesn't yield much. We're 
supposed to make “every effort” to 
finish the penultimate round games. 
It doesn’t say how much is every. 


Andrew Lazarus is an Associate 


National Tournament Director and 
a Regional Vice-President of USCF 
for Region XI (Pacific). He is also a 
Ph.D. candidate in mathematics at 
Berkeley. 


If you ask Northern California's 
leading TDs, you'll get both 
possible replies. Some TDs are very 
proud of getting rounds started on 
time, all the time. Others think it's 
more important to let the games 
finish so that they can be sure of 
doing the correct last round pairing. 
Both groups are silently praying to 
Caissa that one of the players—it 
doesn't matter which—hangs his 
Rook and resigns. 


The school of directors which 
adjourns is faced with another 
problem: how to pair the unfinsihed 
game. Lately the so-called Kashdan 
system enjoys a certain vogue, in 
which each player is paired for 
what he states he is trying to ac- 
complish. In general this means one 
player is paired for a win and the 
other for a draw. The advantage of 


continued p. 9 
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CHESS LAB: 


PLAYING THE EXCHANGE DOWN 


One must carefully weigh one's 
chances when deciding to enter an 
ending down Knight + Pawn or 
Bishop + P versus Rook. One 
important factor is whether the 
exchange down side has a rook or 
not. In general, R+B+P is easier to 
draw than B+P versus R, with other 
pawns still on the board. The 
presence of the Rook gives 
additional chances of checking the 
opponent’s King and capturing 
pawns. It lends a middlegame 
element, attack, to an otherwise 
static ending. Here are some tips: 


1) With B+Pawn (s) versus R, 
stick the pawns on the same color 
as the B when they are far away 
from your K. Why? So they can 
be protected by the bishop. 


2) R+B+P versus R+R is equal if 
the defender has an active rook. 


3) Number of pawns is not as 
important as placement of pawns. 
The far advanced passer is still your 
best weapon. 


4) Generally prefer a B over a N in 
the endgame. A bishop has range 
and can better guard pawns. 


5) Two connected passers have 
more value than two isolated 
pawns. 





FM Craig Mar is a veteran 
instructor amd columnist who 
consistently appears on the Top 50 
list. In future issues Craig will 
direct his writing talents to the 
middlegame. 
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Some examples: 
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Unfavorable for black. Materially 
black is fine, but the presence of 
open files, and passive knight give 
white a big advantage. 
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Playable for black. Black sacked 
his R for a N in the dragon 
variation of the Sicilian Defence. 
Black has full compensation for the 
exchange because white's pawns on 
the Q-side are isolated and black's 
weaknesses are hard to attack. 
White's rooks are passive because 
they lack open files. Black's minor 
pieces dominate the center. 
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IM deFirmian (2507) 
Black to move 


This heavyweight battle, played in 
Berkeley '79 taught me a great 
deal. At first I thought black was 
better with two strong pawns for 
the exchange; only now, years later 
do I realize that Black has a won 
game, and he must only use 
technique to win it. Black doesn't 
have a mobile 3-1 majority of 
pawns on the K-side, he has a 
mobile 4-1! White's two passed 
pawns on the Q-side are lifeless and 
passive, so he cannot race them. 
Black's passed pawns become 
powerful with f5-f4 coming very 
quickly. Those are the pluses, now 
what specific plan do we follow? 
Shirazi played sharply 31,..f5! The 
pawn on a6 is just an ornament, not 
worth the time to guard. 32.Rxa6 
White must take the pawn and try 
to defend by attacking the passed 
pawns from behind. 32... Rd8! 
Black has a mating attack. The 
combination of rook, bishop, and 2 
passed pawns will overpower the 
lone rook, there is no defence! 
DeFirmian, sensing the danger, 
offered a draw. Shirazi declined. 
Nick said later, "I knew I was 
worse, but I didn't realized it was 
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by FM Craig Mar 


lost.” 33.Ra7+ Kh6 34.Rf2 Best, 
because 34.Re7 Nc6! and the Black 


rook goes to the seventh with check 
and a crushing attack.34,..Nxb3! 
24... Nf? is crushing also, but 
Shirazi’s method is much simpler. 
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Black to move 


Kamran waited until the best 
possible moment to trade off his 
powerful knight for the spectator 
bishop. 35...Rd1 In mild time 
pressure, white now has the 


unpleasant task of coming up with a 


defence. 36.Re2 A good drawing 


try, but Shirazi's next move keeps 


the edge. 36.h4!? Rh1-- 37.Kg3 
f44- 38.Kg4 Bf5-- 39.KG Rh34 
40.Kg2 Rxh4 is also hopeless. 
36...Bf3! So that if 37.Rxe5 f4! 
and mate next move. 37.Rf2 Bd5 
The threat is 38...Rh1+ 39.Kg3 f4+ 
40.Kg4 Rg14- 41.Kh4 g5 mate. 
38.Re7 Rh1 39.Kg3 Rg1-- 40.Kh2 
Rh1+ Shirazi repeats moves to get 
to the time control. 41.Kg3 f4+ 
42.Kh4! 
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Black to move and win 


42...25+! 43.Kg4 Kg6! And white 


resigned, as there is no defence to 
44...h5 mate and 44...Rg1 mate. 
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Brilliancy Winner 
Grandmaster Tony Miles and the Oxd4 Nxd4 is the best move but 
computer Deep Thought tied for now Black has to think. Nc6, 5 Bb5 
first at the Software Toolworks Bd7, 6 Bxc6 Bxc6, 7 Nc3 Nf6, 8 
open, held Thanksgiving weekend Bg5 e6, 9 0-0-0 Be7, 10 Rhel 0-0, 
in Long Beach. Cal top board 11 Kbl Oc7, 12 О42 Rfd8, 13 Nd4 
David Glueck contributes this a6, 14 f3 Be8, 15 g4 Following an 
sacrifice-rich gem. attacking plan characteristic of this 
White: FM David Glueck (2446) Variation. White aims all his pieces 
Black: FM Renard Anderson %87. b5, 16 Nce2 a5, 17 Ng3 b4, 
(2295) 18 Rg1 Kh8, 19 Nh5 Ng8 This 
Sicilian Defense manuever lets Black avoid the 
2nd Brilliancy Prize immediate opening of the g-file (19 
. ... Nxh5) and the destruction of his 
annotations by Glueck 
pawn structure (20 Bxf6 was 
e4 c 6, 3 d4 cxd4, 4 threatened). I had already seen this 


Hey, TD! 

continued from p. 7 
this system is that the TD does not 
have to perform a temporary adju- 
dication, which can be embarrass- 
ing when the players are rated 600 
points higher than the TD. (One 
2400-- player protested when paired 
for a loss down two pawns for a 
Rook. His GM opponent validated 
the directors’ analytical skills by 
quickly finishing Mr. 2400 off in 
the second session.) 


Kashdan pairings are not, however, 
a panacea. A player who over- 
estimates his chances—very 
common—may be unfairly easy 
pickings paired up in the last round. 
While the other leading players 
gomano a mano, this player may 
wilt, delighting his opponent and 
infuriating everyone else. 


In fact, not only did I see this at a 
recent tournament, but the lost 
player was paired against an odd 
man who was really a full point 
higher in the standings. (This is a 
pairing to eschew.) 

The only foolproof suggestion I 
have heard is allegro time controls. 
When allegro controls first came in, 
I thought they would ruin chess. I 
also prefer baseball with its lei- 
surely extra innings to football with 
sudden-death. 


In any event, if you are itching to 
get home and can’t understand 
where the last round pairings have 
gone, look around for that hangnail 
game. Then join the TD in the hall, 
where he is sticking voodoo pins 
into the Kings. 


idea in the game Glueck—A. Shaw, 
Natick MA 1986, with the signi- 


continued on p. 13 
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BACK TO SQUARE ONE 


Welcome back to square-one. 
This will be the first of a monthly 
column dedicated to rudimentary 
chess improvement. If you are just 
starting out in tournament chess, or 
still waiting for your rating to reach 
puberty (that is, if you're C-player 
or below), then this should help 
you. Square-one will teach or 
reinforce the basic chess themes, 
question your own understandings 
of chess, and hopefully show that 
even at Master level—the basics 
count first. Chessbooks often use 
the word "obvious" to assess posi- 
tions, there will be no such 
language on Square-one; nothing 
will be assumed and everything 
will be explained. 


This month we will focus on a 
game played at the Burlingame CC 
between a 1928-player and this 
author. The A-player, who had 
black, forgot to follow some basic 
fundamentals of chess; it was up to 
his Master-opponent to remind 


OPENING : 1,cA The English 
Opening, a quiet move which 
attacks d5 and opens a diagonal for 
the Queen without creating any 
weaknesses around the King. (often 
played by World Champion Garri 
Kasparov) 1...Nf6 2.Nc3 Putting 


NM Peter Yu teaches chess for the 


Berkeley Unified School District 
and also tutors students privately. 
His past accomplishments include 
coaching the 1987 National H.S. 
Champions, and teaching nation- 
ally ranked former students. Peter 
intends to be a Business major at 
U.C. Berkeley. 
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the Knight behind the Pc4 is best, 
this also contests black's Nf6 
placement. Now if either side 
moves his N once more, the other N 
can invade the center on e4 or d5. 
Pieces can control the center just 
like pawns do. 2...e6 Preparing 45, 
black sees that white already has 
Pc4 and Nc3 attacking d5, so he 
puts Nf6 and Pe6 defending it. 
3.e4! But too late, white grabs d5 
once more, black should have 
played 2...d5 if he wanted to in the 
first place. (In chess, don’t beat 
around the bush!) If now 3...d5 
4.e5 Nfd7 5. d4 and black is all 
cramped up. Or 4...d4 5.ef dc 6.bc 
Qf6 7.d4 and white is better 
because he has the center and 
black's Q is developed too early 
making it a big and easy target for 
white’s minor pieces. 3...Nc6 
Black stops e5! which will kick the 
N back home. 4.d4 White now gets 
the full center. Three pawns to one, 
white now threatens e5 again. 
4...d5 Attempting to stake his own 
claim of the center territory and 
stopping white from kicking the 
Nc6 with the expanding d5. Now 
white should choose between a) 
Pxd5 b) e5 or c) Bg5. 
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by NM Peter Y; 


a) Either pawn takes d5 is bad 
because white gives up one of his 
farther advanced center pawns to 
allow black to retake with his not. 
so-far placed Pe6. After ѕау, 5 с 
ed black’s center pawn is still there 
on d5 while white has one less 


center pawn in his wall than before, | 


White is also opening up black's 
QBishop, before it was blocked in 
by Pe6. 


b) At first 5.e5 was gooc because 
black's N would be kicked back to 
g8. But now the position has 
changed with ...d5. If now white 
pushes his eP black will invade 


З 


with ...Ne4! and after 6.Nxe4 dxo/ 


white’s Pd4 is very weak (its 
already under double attack, so 
white must start defending!). So 


we see that a move that was gooda | 


minute ago may be bad just one 
move later because the chessboard 
is constantly changing. 


5.Bg5 c) Looks to be best. It keeps 
the tension in the center without 
exchanging Ps and also develops a 
piece. The B pins black’s Nf6 so 
that Pe4 cannot be won and held on 
to. Now white threatens 6.cd ed 
7.Nd5 winning a P because the 
pinned N is a paralyzed N and 
cannot attack d5 or e4. 5...4с 


--- 


Black exchanges off his only cente | 


pawn to prevent white from out- 
right winning it. A better idea was 
taking the more central P on e4. 
White cannot immediately 
recapture Nxe4 because of ..Nxd4, 
so he must first defend the weak 
Pd4 with the developing (but 


қ 


slightly awkward because it 0105 ; 


in the KB) Nge2. Now Nxed is 
threatened after which white will 


—À — 
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hi still have his center wall on c4 and make sure that you won't, commit the center, make them give pins, or 
d4 so black must E cautiously. these simple rules to memory: develop by capturing) along with 
my Ge S.de 6.Nge2 Be?! unpinning 41 OPENING PRINCIPLES: 9 P3WnS. 
Т 7,042 0-0 8.Rd1! there's no rush to ЕЕ 
th | eatthe eP, its not going anywhere. 1) Place pawns in the center (e4, 
- We have to hold d4 first. 8...b6 d4, e5, d5, or even c4, c5) while Next issue we will see how black is 
i 9.Ng3 Bb7 10. Ngxe4 now avoiding useless pawn moves (such punished for not following good 
3 ® otherwise Na5 defends the Ред. as ...a6 in this game). opening ideals, and how white 
d; 10... Re8 11.Be2 Rc8 12.0-0 and ^ Devel IUS et converts his better position into a 
: white is better because of the ) Develop your preces quickly жас, а when thé game continues in 
central control of c4, d4 and Ne4.) aggressively (point them towards MIDDLEGAME. 
i | 6.Nf3 Again we must be patient 
| a support the Pd4 before we play | 
Bxc4. Black can't protect Pc4 
и anyway so wait until the best time | 
: comes to take it. 6...Be7 7.Bxc4 a6 
am 80-0 Finally, white completes his | 
first stage of development: his 
‘ minor pieces and castling, not to 
: > mention a nice center wall on d4 | 
no | and e4. Black, on the other hand, | 
: kes ^ has wasted his moves with dxc4 


and a6. These moves neither 
enhance his position or develop 
keeps | pieces. White has followed all the 


ut | basic principles of good opening Let's play the 
psa | play and is rewarded with a good 

j S0 | position. See how easy chess is! 16th Annual 
ldon People’s 

ed 


Chess Tournament 
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ү $0 you see, even strong players | 
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sometimes forget the basics. To 
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PRACTICAL ENDGAMES 


I fancy myself a practical player, 
meaning that I’m concerned with 
results rather than creating art at the 
chessboard. Likewise, this column 
will cover practical endgames from 
real games, not composed studies 
or obscure theoretical positions. If 
this column helps you to grind out a 
win in a better position, or to save 
the draw in a lost one, then it has 
accomplished its purpose. 


Andy Serotta, Harvard A (2212) 
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Joel Salman, UCB (2135) 
Pan-Ams 1988 


Rook endings are the most common 
type of endgame, so this is the 
logical place to start. The rook is a 
bad defender, a worse blockader, 
but an excellent attacker which 
should be activated and kept active. 
It doesn’t matter whether the rook 
attacks enemy pawns from behind, 
from the front, or from the side, so 
long as it is attacking and remains 
mobile. Endgame books constantly 
remind us that “rooks belong 
behind the passed pawns, whether 


NM Roger Poehlmann is a 
welcome addition to the UCB 
Chess Team. A Junior transfer 
student from UC Irvine, Roger isa 
Physics major. 


attacking or defending", so the 
following game shows the view 
from the other side: the frontal 
attack. 


White is two pawns down here, but 
has some drawing chances thanks 
to his active pieces. Black's usual 
theme is to sacrifice a pawn (one is 
probably lost anyway) in order to 
activate his rook. 33.hg Salman’s 
postmortem idea of 33.h7+ Kh8 34. 
Rf1 doesn't quite work, although 
34... Rf8 35.g6! f5 36.Re1 f4 
37.Re7 f3 38.Rf7! is amusing. 
Better is 34...Kxh7 35.Rxf7 Kg6 
36.Rd7 Кхр5 37.Кха5-- КМ 
38.Rxb5 g5, winning easily: 
39.Rb7 g4 40.Rg7 (40.c4 g3 41.c5 
Rg8-4) 40...g3 41.c4 (41.Kc2 a5 
42.с4 а4 43.c5 a3 44.Kb1 Rc8-+) 
41...Kf3 42.c5 g2 43.c6 (43.К/7-- 
Ke2 44.Re7+ Kf2 45.Rf7+ Kgl 
46.c6 Rh8 47.Rxa7 Rc8! 48.c7 
Kh1-+) 43...Rf8 44.c7 Kf2 45.Кс4 


g8=Q 46.Rxg1 Kxgl 47.Kc5 Rc8 
48.Kc6 a5. 


33...Kxg7 34.Rh6?! 34.Kb4 is 


more flexible, since White’s rook 
has a number of squares where it 


can attack juicy pawns. I’m no 
magician, though: 34...аб 35.Ка1 


(35.Kc5? Rc8+ 36.Kxd5 Rxc3) 
35...Rd8 36.Кс5 (36.Ка5 К46! 
defends) 36...Kg6 37.Kb6 Kxg5 
38.Kxa6 f5 39.Kxb5 f4 40.Kc5 £3 
41.Kd4 Kf4 42.Rf1 Kg3 43.Ke3 
Rf8 44.Kd4 Kg2 45.Rc1 Rd8 
46.Rc2+ f2 47.Ke3 Rf8 48.Kd4 Rf5 
and there’s no joy in Mudville. 


34...Rd8 The first move to occur 
to me (for some strange reason) 
was 34...f5!. Joel wanted to play 
35.Rxf6 e.p., but the more legal 
35.Rf6 Rf8 36.Ra6 Rf7 wins for 


Black. 35.Rd6 f4 36.Rxd5 8 
37.Rd1 f2 38.Rf1 Rf8 шт” 
White's rook into a doorstop, and 
Black is still up a pawn, winnin 
easily by 39.Kb4 RfS 40.Ka5 
Kxg6-24-g3-g2. Serotta envisions 
a position where all the pawns are 
gone except the Black f-pawn, and 
the enemy King is cut off by two 
files. This is where knowing the 
basic theoretical positions pay off, 
as he simplifies a complex ending 
into a straightforward book win. 


35.Kb4 d4 36.cd Rxd4 37.Kxb5 
Rg4 38.Ra6 Rxg5 39.Kc4 Rgl 
40.Rxa7 Rd] 41.Ra6?! By all 
means, if you're busted, play for 
swindles! 41.Ra3! forces Black to 
find the right reply (which was 
missed by our whole team when 
analyzing this game afterwards). 
41...£5?? 42.Rq3! Rxd5 43.Kxd3 
Kg6 44.Ke3 Kg5 45.K£3 is drawn, 
as is 41...Kg6?? 42.Rg3- Kh5 
43.Rf3 Rd7 44.Rf1 Kg4 45.Rgl^ 
Kf4 46.Rf14- Kg3 47.Kc3! Kg2 
48.Rf6 Kg3 49.Rf1. (Had Black 
played the Dutch Defense, he 
wouldn't have these problems.) 
Nevertheless, 41....f6! wins, since 
42.Rd3 Rxd3 43.Kxd3 Kg6 44.Ke2 
Kg5 45.Ke3 (45.Kf1 Kf4 46.KD 
f5) 45...Kg4 46.Ke2 f5 47.Ke3 
Kg3 is a losing pawn ending for 
Black. There's nothing better than 
42.Kc3 Kg6 43.Kc2 Rd8 44.Ral 


transposing to the game. 


41...f6 42.Kc3 Kg6 43.Kc2 Rd8 
44.Ral f5 45.Rf] Kg5 46.Rgl* 
47 4 е4?? 
Serotta wants to impress the 
spectators by reeling off the win in 
the shortest possible time. Unfortu- 
nately (for him), he throws away 











fortu- 








А 


After 48. ...Re4 


the win. With time control on 

move 50, the correct two-stage plan 
was: (1) Move back and forth on 

the d-file with the rook. (2) When 
you reach time control, think. 
Capablanca frequently played 
temporizing moves like 48... Rd7 
49.Kc4 Rd2 50.Kc3 Rd8 to ensure 
the inevitable win, and nobody ever 
laughed at him (although his being 
World Champion probably had 
something to do with it). 


The winning plan (Grigoriev) is to 
first advance the King as far as it 
can go (h3), then put the Rook 
behind the pawn and push it. 
51...Kg5 52.Rg1+ Kh4 53.Rfl Kg4 
54.Rg1+ Kh3 55.Rf1 Rf8 56.Kd2 
Kg2 57.Rf4 Kg3 58.Ra4 (58.Rf1 f4 
59.Rg1+ Kf2 60.Rg6 f3 61.Rg7 
Rd8+ 62.Kc3 Kf1 63.Kc2 f2 

64.RÓg6 Rh8 — The Lucena Win, 
64....Rd5 65.Rg8 Ke2 66.Re8+ 

КЇЗ 67.Rf8+ Ke3 68.Re8+ Kf4 
69.Rf84- Rf5! is more refined, but 
less common in practice — 65.Kd2 
Rh1 66.Rg8 Rgl1 67.Rf8 Rg2 
68.Rg8+ Kh3 and the King 
approaches the rook, followed by 
fl=Q. This plan is the same one 
used to queen Rook’s pawns when 
the enemy King is cut off.) 58...f4 
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by NM Roger Poehlmann 


59.Kel Re8+ 60.Kf1 Rb8 61.Ral 

f3 62.Rc1 Rb2 63.Rd1. Remeber 
this one? 62...Rh2! 63.Kg1 f2+ 
64.Kfl Rh1+ wins. This rook 
maneuver would not be available if 
the pawn were a knight’s pawn, and 
so if we were to shift all the pieces 
in the second diagram one file to 
the right, White would draw. 

White also draws if Black’s pawn 1s 
on f6 and his King on f7. 


49.Ка2! Кр5 50.Ер1- Rg4 51.R 
Rg3 If Black tries the Grigoriev 
method now, White can set up the 
Philidor Draw as follows: 51.Rg3 
52.Rg1+ Kf4 53.Rf1+ Kg4 
(53...Ke5 54.Rel Kd4 55.Rxe4+ 
Kxe4 56.Ke2=) 54.Rg1+ Kh3 
55.Rf1 f4 56.Kd3 Ra4 57.Ke2 Kg2 
58.Rf2+ Kg3 59.Rf3+ Kg4 60.Rb3 
Ra2+ 61.Kfl. The draw is secured 
by maintaining the rook on the third 
rank, preventing the advance of the 
attacking King. When Black 
pushes the pawn, Rb8 is played, 
followed by checks from behind. 


52.Ке2 Кр4 53.Ка1 КЫЗ 54.К1- 
Rg3 55.Ral f4 56.Kf2 Rf34- 57.Ke2 
Rb3 58.Rg1+ Rg3 59. Ral Rg2+ 
60.Kf1 Rb2 61.Ra3! Rb4 62.Kf2 f3 
63.Ra8! Rb2+ 64.Kfl Salman and 
Philidor are old friends, so the 
game was agreed drawn here. 
Remember: 


1) Keep that rook active! 


2) Learn the simple theoretical 
positions, since knowing them 
enables you to accurately analyze 
variations where material has been 
greatly simplified. Most players 
know the Lucena Win and the 
Philidor Draw, but not much 
beyond that. 
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3) If you have a certain win or 
draw, repeat moves to make time 
control so you are absolutely sure 
of the correct plan. If you have a 
win, all that is important is that you 
win the game, not that someone 


else could have won a little faster. 


Brilliancy 

continued from p.9 
ficant difference that Black had 
played ...Rac8, not ...b4. 20 
Nxg7! My first original move of 
the game—but it wins. Kxg7, 21 
Nf5+ gxf5 Opens the g-file, but he 
had no choice: ...Kf8, 22 Bh6+, 
...Kg6, 22 Bxe7, or ...Kh8, 22 
Мхе? Мхе?, 23 Bf6+ all win for 
White. 22 Bh6+ Kh8 Not best but 
it’s too late. 22 ...Kf6, 23 Qg5+ 
Ke6, 24 Qxf5 mate, or 22 ...Kg6, 
23 exf5+ Kf6, 24 Qd4 mate were 
worse. I expected 22 ...Nxh6, 23 
gxf5-- Bg5 (Kh8, 24 Qxh6 is too 
easy) 24 Qxg5+ Kf8, with the idea 
25 Qxh6+ Ke7 and runs away. 
Hence 25 f6. Now 25 ...Bc6, to 
clear the e8 square, loses to 26 
Qxh6+ Ke8, 27 Qh3, which forces 
...Kf8. Then 28 Rg8+ Kxg8, 29 
Qh6 wins. The best move is there- 
fore 25 ...Ba4, so if 26 Qxh6+ 
Ke8, 27 Qh3 then ...Qxc2+, 28 
Kal Qxd1- defends. This is 
Black's only threat, which suggests 
my favorite move of the combina- 
tion: 26 b3!, which regains the 
piece and wins easily. 23 gxf5 
Threatens Bg7 mate. Bf6, 24 
Rxg8+ Kxg8 2+ Kh8, 26 
Rgl 1-0. Instead of resigning 
Black should play 26 ...Qxc2+ 
with the idea of 27 Kxc2 Ba4+ plus 
...Rg8, but 27 Qxc2 planning Bg5 
wins without much trouble. 





Pan Ams 
continued from p. 3 


6.Bg5 Up until this move we were 
playing the Sámisch variation main 
line in the KID. But instead of the 
common Be3, White plays the 
aggressive Bg5 in hopes of 
confusing Black and tricking him 
into weakening black's position. 
Black may now choose 6...c5 such 
as against the Averbakh and hope 
that Pf3 is misplaced. BCO now 
gives 7.d5 еб 8.Qd2 ed 9.cd h6 
10.Be3 (Bh6? Ne4! 11...Qh4+) 
...Kh7 11.Nge2 a6 12.a4 Nbd7 
13.Ng3 Rb8 14.Be2 Ne8 15.0-0 
№7 16.КаЬ1+=. Тһе simple 
6...h6?! allows Black to prepare 
...&5 without the bothersome Bg5 
pin, but would be positionally 
weakening because White is 
intending to attack Black’s Kside. 
For example, 7.Be3 Nc6 8.Nge2 a6 
9.0d2 Kh7 10.g4 Rb8 11.g5! 
breaks through and now Black is on 
the defensive after either 11... Ng8 
or 11...hg 12.Bg5 e5 13.Nd5! ed 
(...Nd4? 14.Nd4 ed 15. Qf4+-) 
14.Qf4 Ne5! 15.Nd4!4— with a 
deadly pin on f6. Best is 6... Nc6!? 
7.Nge2 a6 8.0d2 Rb8 9.Nc1 A new 
move; BCO gives 9.0-0-0 b5 
10.Qe3!? ee intending e5. But 
Black can strike first with 10...e5! 
11.d5 Na5 =+ with good queenside 
play. 9...e5! The logical reply 
because without the B on e3 or Ne2 
white has significantly weakened 
d4 and Black must strike this dark- 
squared Achilles Heel. 10.d5 Nd4 
11,Nb3 c5 Black rejects the 
superficial 11...h6 12.Bh6 Nb3 
13.as Ne4! because of the simple 
12.Be3 +=. 12.dc be 13.Nd4 ed 
14.0d4 h6!? After 14... Rb2 White 


has the amazing 15.0-0-0! 4—/e». 
15.Bf6 Forced; if 15.Bh4? g5! 
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intending ...Ne4 otherwise 
15...Ne4 or Nd5 is great for Black. 
15...Bf6 16.0d2 According to 
theory, Black's open b-file, bishop 
pair, and dark-squared control 
coupled by White's lack of devel- 
opment is enough compensation for 
the pawn. 16...Qa5 17.Rc1 Qb4 
eliminating potential White threats 
оп 46. 18.Ь3 Be6 19,Bd3 Rfc8!? 
Black completes his development 
by preventing White from doing the 
same. This is the critical position 
for White, he has to find some way 
to connect his rooks and snuff 
Black's compensation. The point 
of Rfd8 is to lay a trap for white if 
he plays the “obvious” 0-0, and 
also Black must break with ...d5! 
before White consolidates and 
equals Black's superior piece coor- 
dination. Realistically, there is no 
other plan for Black. True, he has 
long-range advantages such as the 
B-pair versus White's bad-B, but 













Black must act before his P- 
compensation expires. 20.0-0?! 
White falls for it. 





„ЖАА B 
EDAR 


20...45! 2LRfd1 An interesting 
way to relieve the pins on Nc3 
while also setting a poisoned pawn 
trap on c4 (21...dc 22.Bc4 Вс4 
23.bc Qc4?? 24.Nd5!++—). Butit 
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is White who has been swindled! 
dc 22.Bc4 Bc4 23.bc Каз! 
н Ваї- 4 ate 





White never knew what hit him, 
Instead of allowing mate white 
could have just lost a piece and 
prolonged his own agony. Of 
course, an instant replay shows 
24.Qe3 as a try, but black still has 
...Rd14 25.Nd1 Bd4!! winning, $ 
looking back, white should have 
prevented ...d5 at all costs by 
trying 20.Ke2!? after which Rc$ i 
misplaced. But black should 
regroup with 20... Rd8 21.Rd] ani 
now ...d5! attacking white's 
awkward center. A possible 
continuation might be 22.cd cd 
23.Kf1 Bg5! (not ...de 24.Ne4 and 


е 


white's okay) 24.f4 de! and blacka 


least regains his pawn with intrest, 
A fine example of King’s Indian 
theory in practice! 0-1 (Yu) 


White: Roger Poehlmann (2206) 
Black: Svoboda (1972) 
London System 


d4 Nf6 d6 3. Bf4 g6 4. 
ECO prefers 4. e3, but Black can 


snag the bishop pair by 4... Nh5 5, 


Bg5 h6 6. Bh4 g5 7. Bg3 Nxg3 and 


Black is up a tempo on the related 
Torre Attack (3. Bg5) line where he 
goes after the bishop. 4... Bg7 5. 
еЗ О-О 6. Ве2 6. Вс4 15 тоге 
ambitious, e.g., 6... Nbd7 7. 0-0 
Re8? 8. Bxf7--! Kxf7 9. Ng5* Kg? 
10. Ne6 winning. Another viable 
choice was 5. Nbd2 intending e4, 
but the whole point of this opening 
is to win without really trying. 


6... Nbd7 7, O-O Nh5!? Since the 
beginning of time, players of the 
Black side have searched for ways 
to support the ...e5 break: (A) 7. 
Re8 8. c3 e5 9. de de 10. Nxe5 
Nxe5 11. Qxd8 Rxd$ 12. Bxe5 
wins a pawn. (B) 7... c6 8. c3 Rel 
9. Nbd2 e5 10. de de 11. Bh2 e4 17. 
Nd4 Ne5 13. Nc4 Nxc4 14. Bxe4 
Ма5 15. a4 += was Poehlmann- 
Frangos, Round 4 (1-0, 58). (C) 
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1... Qe8 8. c41? e5 9. Bh2 Qe7 10. 
Nc3 e4 11. Nd2 Re8 12. Nb5 Qd8 
13. c5! a6 14. cd! ab 15. de Qe7 16. 
Bxb5+- with a tremendous bind for 
the piece as in Spassky-Bilek, 
Bugojno 1978 (1-0, 41). 


8. Bh2 c6?! Dozens of blitz games 
have confirmed that Black should 
seek counterplay with either his c- 
pawn or his e-pawn, but not both 
since d6 becomes weak. 9. c3 Qc7 
10. Nbd2 h6 11. g4!? Black 
threatened ...£5, not possible last 
move because оЁ №5. 11. е4 е5 
and ...Nf4 next is good for Black. 
11... Nf6 12. e4 e5 13. de de? 

13... Nxe5 14. Qc2 h5!? 15. g5 
Nh7 16. h4 £5 gets counterplay, so 
14. Nxe5 de may be best, although 
White’s edge is minimal. 

14. Qc2 White has several 
advantages here: (1) His develop- 
ment is complete, whereas Black 
must find a way to bring his QB 
into the game without dropping the 
e-pawn. (2) d6 can fall victim to 
Rfdi and Nc4-d6 (followed by Bc4 
and Qb3 and f7 is under fire). (3) I 
have played dozens of tournament 
games from positions like this, 
while my opponent is examining it 
for the first time. The game 
resembles a Classical Pirc where 
White can play like a complete 
moron and still draw due to the 
structural symmetry. 


14... Re8 Black has a number of 
more-or-less equivalent defensive 
plans to choose from (14... Rd8 
and 15... Ne8, or 14... Ne8 
immediately), and proceeds to take 
an inordinate amount of time 
making up his mind. Players prone 
to time pressure typically indulge 
themselves in positions (like this 
one) where there are few direct 
threats to answer. Running your 
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opponent into time pressure and 
then capitalizing on his mistakes 
may not be the most glamorous 
way to play chess, but it's not how 
you play the game, it's whether you 
win or lose. 15. a4 Nh7 16. Rfdl 
Bf8 17. Nc4 Ng5 18. Nxg5 hg 19. 
Rd2 Nb6 20. Rad1 Nxc4 21. Bxc4 
a6 22. b4 hoping to cripple the Q- 
side pawns by a5, but Black's idea 
is ...b5 anyway. 22... b5 23. Bb3 
Ra7 23... c5 24. ab c4 25. b6! is 
good for White, as is 23... a5 24. 
ab cb (24... ab 25. bc Qxc6 26. 
Ва5+-) 25. ba Rxa5 26. Rd5 Веб 
(27... b4 27. Кха5 Оха5 28. К45 
Qc7 29. cb Qxc2 30. Bxc2 Bxb4 
31. Rxe5 with an extra button) 27. 
Rxe5! Bxb3 28. Rxe8 Qc4! 29. Qd3 
Bxd1 30. Rxf8+! Kg7 (30... Kh7 
31. Qxd1; 30... Kxf8 31. Qd8+ 
Kg7 32. BeS+ £6 33. Qxf6+ Kg8 
34. Qg7#) 31. BeS+! ++—) 24. 
Kg2! The QB will be reactivated 
via gl. 24... Qe7 25, f3 Rc7? Rd7 
loses a pawn after 26. Rxd7 Bxd7 
27. BxeS Qxe5 28. Rxd7, but the 
presence of opposite-colored 
bishops favors the attacking side. 
So, 28.. Bd6!, seizing the initiative. 
29. Rxf7? Qh2+ 30. Kf1 Qxc2 31. 
Bxc2 Kxf7 loses, and although 29. 
Bxf7+ Kf8 30. Kf1 (30. Bxe8 
Qh2+) 30... Re7 (30... Qg3 31. 
Bxe8 Qxh3+ 32. Qg2 wins) 31. 
Bxg6 wins three pawns, 31... Qf4 
creates technical problems. 32. 
О43 Ба 33. Охаб Ос1+ 34. Ке2 
Qxc3 35. Qxa4 Bxb4 36. Qd1 Bd6 
should draw. 


6. B 7, Be ! 
When your opponent is in time 
trouble, moves that maintain the 
tension (like 27. Be3) give him the 
greatest chance to go wrong. He 
will gladly exchange pieces to 
simplify the position, and here 
Black gives up the a2-g8 diagonal 


15 
for free. 28. Oxb3 Qe6? 28... Kg7 


was a good waiting move, but a 
player in time pressure feels 
obligated to take an active plan 
(like digging his own grave). 29. 
Qxe6 Rxe6 30. Bxg5 Be7 31. Bxe7 
Rexe7 321. Rd8+ Kg7 33. Ra8 Ra7 
34. Rxa7 Rxa7 35. a5! Black is 
down a pawn and cannot position 
his passive rook to defend both the 
a-pawn and c-pawn simultaneously. 
35... Kf8 36. Rd6! Re7 37. Rd8+ 
Ke7 38. Ra8 g5 39. Rxa6 c5 40. 
Rb6! Active rook wins. 40... cb 
41, cb Rc2- 42. Kg3 Ra2 43. Rxb5 
Kd6 44. Rb6+ 1-0 (Poehlmann). 


ROUND 3 
Tuesday, December 27th, 5 PM 


Our result in round two aroused 
some attention, as Berkeley rose up 
to first board to meet Harvard “A” 
(41, 2398). Harvard "B""s board 
three told us the night before about 
Edelman being responsible for the 
arrival of the "B" team, calling to 
make sure they knew where they 
were going. Edelman was no doubt 
displeased when his classmates 
went astray in round 2 and the "A" 
team took revenge 3-1. Glueck got 
a tough position as Black in a 
French against Edelman, with 
Edelman's two Knights looking 
much better than Glueck's two 
Bishops. Dave hung tough and 
fought back into the game, but ran 
into further troubles. Dave 
eventually got to play his King to 
f1, but the touchdown didn't help 
and he resigned. Peter Yu had a 
reasonable position against Rao, 
but allowed a devastating Exchange 
sac and lost. Youseff-Poehlmann 
on board three was drawn in about 
twenty-five moves. Salman-Serotta 
went nearly five hours, as Salman 
threw away a big plus with a 
blunder at move 16 and then had 
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Pan Ams 
continued from p. 15 


serious problems. Serotta failed to 
find the best continuation and Joel 
managed to save an instructive 
Rook ending two pawns down 
when both sides played inaccu- 
rately. (See Roger Poehlmann's 
Practical Endgames column for this 
game.) 


White: Yu 
Black: Vivek Rao (2467) 
English 
.cA g6 2.Nc3 Bg7 3.g3 d6 4.B 


e5 5.d3 f5 6.e3 Nf6 7,Nge2 0-0 8.0- 
0 Nc6 9.Rb1 a5 Although the move 


order is confused, ECO now gives 
10.44 25 11.d5 Ne7 12.f4 gf 13.ef 
e4 =. Vivek probably knew this, so 
white tries something different. 
10.233!? Be6 11.b4?! Premature; 
better was 11.Nd5 first, plugging 
up d5 and preventing black from 
getting the center. White was 
afraid of 11...a4 stopping his own 
pawn advance but overlooked the 
rejoinder 12.Nec3 +=. ]1...ab 
12.ab d5! Now black has equalized. 
13.cd Nd5 14.Nd5 Bd5 15.Nc3 Bg2 
Weakening white's K-side. 16.Kg2 
Kh8 17.0b3!? Black’s last move 
was to prevent Qb3 with tempo, but 
white can still place the Q on b3 
(the only constructive square for 
the Q) because Pd3 is not edible. 
Also playable was 17.b5, suggested 
by Vivek. 17,,.Qd7! 18.Rd1?! Too 
passive, Pd3 was not hanging yet. 
Necessary was 18.b5, now black 
siezes the initiative. ]18,..f4! The 
deadly point of Qd7. 19.ef? Best 
was 19.Ne4 f34- 20.Kh1 Qh3 
21.Rgl h6 22.g4 в. But white 
thought he was getting checkmated 
after 19...£3+, so he plays the 
“obvious” defense and underesti- 
mates the eventual exchange sac. 
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20....Rf4! Routine; black has more 
pieces around white's unprotected 
King, so of course he sacs. White's 
moves are now all forced. 21.gf 
Оо4- 22.Kf1 Oh3-4- 23.Ke1 Nd4 
24.0с4 ОВ 25.КЪ2 Ке8+ 26.3№е4 
Ве4+! 27.ӣе Ое4+ 28.Ке2 Nf3+ 


29.Resigns There is no point in 
playing on. À faultless game by 


black, culminating in a duo of 
winning sacs. 0-1 (Yu) 


THE LEADERS: Harvard "A" and 
UNPHU at 3 points. Yale shows 
signs of problems ahead when they 
draw with Rhode Island, joining 
several other teams at 2.5 


ROUND 4 
Wed., December 28th, 10 AM 


After our loss to Harvard, we 
retreated to our room to recover by 
eating pizza and watching 
КОВОСОР. Despite ROBOCOP 
being listed in the Hyatt cable 
guide, it was on a channel we 
couldn't receive. This really ticked 
us off, and our rout of Brooklyn 
College “A” (#10, 2079) was the 
result. Glueck won a nice game as 
White in an Alekhine’s. Yu 
equalized nicely on the Black side 
of a Tarrasch French only to get 
into difficulties later on - until his 
opponent's flag fell . Poehlmann 
wound up with two rooks as White 





vs. his opponent’s three minor 
pieces, with Queens on, but Black 
incorrectly played for mate rather 
than try to press the ending. 
Roger’s proper defense left him up 
an Exchange. Salman went up a 
pawn in the opening, then the 
Exchange at move twenty and won 
easily when his opponent failed to 
make anything of his practical 
chances. 


White: Dave Glueck (2420) 
Black: Mark Kurtzman (2208) 
Alekhine’s Defense 


1 е4 Nf6, 2 e5 Nd5, 3 d4 d6, 4 NB 


6. 5 BcA Nb6, 6 Bb3 Bg7, 7 
d5, 8 0-0 8 f4 is the best move 


here but this is a reasonable idea, 
h6, 9 Nf3 Bg4, 10 Nbd2 0-0, 1113 
Bxf3, 12 Nxf3 e6 The position 
now resembles a French where 
Black has gotten rid of his bad 
Bishop. 13 Bf4 c5, 14 c3 Мсб, 15 
dxc5 With the idea of delivering 
checkmate before the c3 square 
collapses. Nd7, 16 Rel Nxc5, 17 
Bc2 b5 ...Qb6 and if 18 Be3 a5 
was another approach. 18 h4 To 
stop ...g5 as a possible response to 
Qd2 and preparing to open the h- 
file. Rc8 Perhaps ...Rb8 was 
better but it is hard to criticize this 
move. 19 042 КҺ7 ...h5 is ugly 
but may be ok as it is not easy for 
White to arrange g4. 20 h5 25, 21 
g3! Intending Kg2 and Rh1 but 
also making possible Nh4 if 
necessary. b4, 22 Kg2 If22 Nh 
Ne4! with counterplay. ...Ne4 
opens up the attack on c3 and is 
Black's best defensive idea 
throughout the rest of the game. 
bxc3, 23 bxc3 Ne7 ...Ne4, 24 
Bxe4 dxe4, 25 hxg6+ fxg6, 26 
Rxe4, for example, gives Black 
some drawing chances due to his 
control of the white squares and the 


weak c3 pawn. 24 hxg6+ fxg6 
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„„Nxgőó+ is met by 25 Bxh6 Ne4 
(...Bxh6, 26 Rh1) 26 Bxe4 dxe4, 
27 Ng5+ Kg8, 28 Nxe4 with an 
extra pawn but again some chances 
for Black to draw; the more 
ambitious 26 Qc1 also looks 
playable (...Rxc3, 27 Rh1). Some 
moves ago I had decided that 25 
Rh] won easily in this position but 
the decided to see if 25 Bxh6 was 
better. After 25 Rh1 Black must 
play ...Ne4 (not ...Ng8, 26 Ng5+ 
Kh8, 27 Bxg6). Then 26 Bxe4 
dxe4, 27 Ng5+ Kg8, 28 Qxd8 
Rfxd8, 29 Nxe6 Rd5, 30 Nxg7 
Kxg7, 31 Rxh6 should win for 
White although Black's pieces are 
active. Bxh6? During the game I 
had calculated ... Rxf3!, 26 Bxg7 
(26 Kxf3 Bxh6, 27 Rh1 Qf8+) 
Kxg7, 27 Kxf3 Ne4!, 28 ОМ 
Rxc3+, 29 Kg2 Rxc2, 30 Rxe4 
dxe4, 31 Qf64- Kg8, 32 Rh1 and 
mates. The problem is that 28 ...g5 
(I did not see that the ... Ne4 
defended it!) White's best 1s 
probably 28 Qe2 Rxc3+, 29 Kg2, 
or 28 ...Nxc3, 29 Qd3 d4, 30 Kg2 
Qd7, 31 Rh1 Rf8, 32 Rh4 when 
Black should not have enough 


compensation. The text loses by 


force. 26 Rh] Ng8, 27 Rxh6+ 
Nxh6, 28 Rh] There is no defense, 


e. ...Qe7 (and ...Qc7), 29 Qxh6^ 
Kg8, 30 Qh8+ Kf7, 31 Bxg6+ 
Kxg6, 32 QhS+ Kg7, 33 Qh7 mate, 
and on 31 ...Ke7, 32 Rh74. Rc7, 
22 Oxh6+ Kg8, 30 Bxg6 30 Qh8+ 
КО, 31 Bxg6+ worked again, but 
this is faster. 1-0, (Glueck) 


THE LEADERS: Harvard beat 
UNPHU to take first at 4. Yale and 
Rhode Island both won and share 
second at 3.5 


ROUND 5 
Wed., December 28th, 5 PM 


Extremely pleased with our perfor- 
mance in round four, we return 
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from lunch to find the pairing 
Berkeley - Brandeis University 
(#16, 1998). What should have 
been a simple matter nearly turned 
into disaster. Roger neglected to 
accept his opponent's offer of a free 
piece and was later unable to win 
the ending with even material. Joel 
took the two Bishops as Black in a 
Queen's Indian and then was forced 
to defend strenuously as White 
built up his position. He was up to 
the task, but used up too much 
time. Both sides missed the best 
lines in Salman's time pressure, but 
he who blunders last loses and 
Salman hung a rook to a Knight 
fork in an even ending. Peter's 
opponent blundered a pawn as 
White in a French and departed the 
playing hall for an hour to sulk 
outside. He eventually returned so 
that Pete could finish him off. So 
with the match score 1.5 - 1.5, 
everything was up to Dave Glueck 
on board one. Unfortunately, Dave 
got nothing as White against expert 
Mike Podol. This eventually 
became less than nothing when 
Podol snared a pawn, but then Dave 
managed to become "El Cheapo" to 
save the day. Thus we survived, 2.5 
- 1.5 


THE LEADERS: Harvard beat 
Yale 3-1 to reach 5. UNPHU beat 
Rhode Island to join Berkeley at 4. 


ROUND 6 
Thurs, December 29th, 10 AM 


Berkeley faces “The Men from 
ОМРНО” оп stage, board two. The 
deep and experienced Dominican 
Republic team (#3, 2264) consisted 
of some really nice guys, but at the 
board they set us numerous prob- 
lems. Dave got into hot water 
against James Lewis (2378) when 
he castled short as Black in a Wina- 
wer, but El Cheapo rose again to 
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net a Rook. Time pressure reared 
its ugly head and shortly after win- 
ning the Rook Dave was lost. 
Lewis failed to find the win though, 
and Dave kept a miracle h pawn to 
hold against Lewis’ Knight. Board 
two saw Yu as White win a pawn 
against Gustavo Hernandez (2305), 
but Black had pressure. Pete de- 
clined a draw offer but was unable 
to consolidate and Hernandez went 
on to win in nice style. Poehlmann 
(Black) had a wild Pirc on board 
three. White’s sac Nxf7 was only 
good for perpetual, but neither 
player claimed a draw by repetition. 
When White went for more, he got 
less and Roger consolidated to win. 
This left things up to Salman, who 
had a good position with White on 
board four. This led to a Knight 
ending two pawns up and all 
appeared well until a small case of 
panic around time control nearly 
cost the full point. Indeed, it 
appears Black should have held, but 
with his Knight offsides he des- 
pondently threw in the towel—just 
when putting the Knight further 
offsides would have drawn. 
Berkeley 2.5 - UNPHU 1.5 


Dave Glueck (2420) 


2% Г 
mim 





James Lewis (2378) 


After 25 awful moves the game 
reached this position. Although 
Black has a piece for pawn White is 
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Pan Ams 
continued from p. 17 


probably better as he has connected 
passed pawns, Black's h and d 
pawns are weak and his pieces are 
inactive. To add to my troubles I 
was quickly running out of time. 


White played 26 Nf4 Bc6, 27 g4 
Kg7, 28 Rh2 Bd7 ...Ng8, to stop 
Nf6, was possible i.e. 29 Nh54 
Kg6, 30 f4 КЕЗ, 31 f5-- Kg5 with a 
much improved position for Black; 
then 32 Rg2 Be8, 33 Ng7 Bf7, 34 
Kd2 Ne7 is still very messy. the 
text move was intended to activate 
the Rag but I never had a chance... 
29 Nh5+ Kg6, 30 Nf6 Rd8, 31 f4 
Ng8, 32 f5+ This allows Black to 
activate his King. 32 Nxd5 Bxg4, 
33 Ne3 with three connected 
passers was also possible - for 
example 33 ...Be6, 34 Rg2+ and 
f5. ...Kg5 Complicating the 
position despite having about one 
minute to reach move 50. 


...Bxf5, 33 gxf5+ Kxf5, 34 Nxg8 
Rxg8, 35 Rxh6 with a protected 
passed pawn should be good for 
White but it is a rook ending. At 
this point White thought for about 
30 minutes while I worried about 
33 Nxd5. Lewis rejected this 
because of ...Bxf5, overlooking 34 
gxf5 Rxd5, 35 Rg2+ winning; 33 
...Kxg4 34 Ne3+ and now ...Kg3, 
hoping for 35 Rg2+ Kf3, 36 Kd2 
Bxf5 but 35 Rhl should be good 
for White with 3 connected passers. 
However 33 ...h5!? with the idea 
34 Rxh5-- Kxg4, 35 Rxh7 Kxf5 is 
not clear. Instead 33 Nxh7+ Kxg4, 
34 f6 occurred. White threatens f7- 
f8 and also Rg2+. Bf5? Trapping 
the Nh7, but ...Kg3 preventing 
Ке2+ is much better; if 35 Rh1 
Kg2, 36 Rel (36 Rh5 Bg4) Bf5. 
After ...Kg3 White’s best hope 
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would probably be to win on time. 
35 Rg2+ КІЗ, 36 Кхр8?! Very 
clever but the simple 36 Rg7 
seemed to me an easy win. It still 
does: ...Bxh7 37 Rxh7 and I 
intended ... Rf8 to reach a rook 
ending at any cost. Not 38 Rxb7 
Nxf6, rather 38 Rh8 planning Rxg8 
winning. Black has one nice 
cheapo with 38 ...Ke2! hoping for 
39 Rxg8 Rxg8, 40 f7 Rg1+, 41 Kb2 
Rf1, 42 e6 Kd2, 43 e7 Rc1 and if 
44 a4 a5 with perpetual check, but 
39 Kb2 wins trivially. Probably 
best for Black is 36 ...Bxh7, 37 
Rxh7 Nxf6 but 38 exf6 Rf8, 39 
Rxh6 is good for White, who can 
trade the f pawn for the d pawn if 
nothing better is available. Rxg8, 
37 f7 Earlier I had not feared this 
because of the obvious ...Bxh7 but 
now I noticed 38 e6 and the pawns 
are unstoppable. On 38 ...Rf8, 39 
e7 Rxf7, 40 e8=Q the rook and 
bishop are not coordinated and 
White should win. Luckily, Black 
draws with 37 ...Rh8 when the 
rest of the game is forced. 38 80 
Rxf8, 39 Nxf8 h5, 40 e6 Bxe6, 41 
Nxe6 h4 After playing the last five 
moves instantly I now had time to 
evaluate the position. Since 42 
Ng5+ Kg4 doesn't help, Black's 
only problem is his flag. 


42 Kd2 h3, 43 Ng5-- Kg4, 44 Nxh3 
Kxh3 This is a draw. 45 Ke2 Kg2, 
46 Ke3 Kg3, 47 a4 a5, 48 Ke2 Kg2. 
49 Ke3 Kg3, 50 Ke2 1/2- 1 
(Glueck) 


White: Manuel Marte (2218) 
Black: Roger Poehlmann (2206) 
Pirc 


1. е4 d6 2. d4 Nf6 3. Bd3 This 
move bypasses most Pirc theory, 
while allowing White some 
annoying transpositional possibili- 
ties if Nc3 is played later. White 
can also play c3 instead, giving the 








line independent significance, 1 
g6 4. f4 Bg7 5. Nf3 O-O Better 
5...c5 6. dc (6. c3 is similar toj 
game continuation, except] cay 
play ... Nc6 after trading paw, 
44) 6... Оа5+ 7. Мс3 Охс5 
transposition to the ...c5 Austi; 
Attack which has been giving 
White nothing recently, e.g.8,(/ 
O-O 9. Be3 Qa5 10. О-О Ву 
Nd1!? Nc6 12. c3 e5 13. ND d 
Bxf4 Bxf3 15. Qxf3 NeS ande ' 
was weaker than d6 in Dolmaty. 
Gurevich, Moscow 1987. (dram, 
28). 


6. О-О Na6!? 6... Nc6 is the bey 
move, but 7. Nc3! transposes to} 
..- Nc6 Austrian which I do not ; 
play! I didn’t think my oppone 
would play 7. Nc3 c5 8. d5 her, 
allowing me to reestablish my 
footing, but at least now ме жой 
both be cast on our own гебоша 
(or at least I was). 7. h3 c5 &.d 
Qb6 9. Kh2!? An interesting 
development. The King is safe , 
from any future knight checks 
g3 or f2, which renders visioni 
...d5 and quickly, a bad omen fir 
the good guys. 9... cd 10. cd - 
11. Nc3?! I had slaved over 11. 
Nd5!? (11... Ne8 12. Be2! «10 
d5- 12... Bf5 13. Na3 Rc8 14.8 
Qc7 15. a3 Nc6 16. Be3 апі Вік 
is going to get rolled by g4 ordi 
both. 16... d5 17. Nd2 h5!? 18 
Rc1+-) 12. Be4 (now Nc6 is oki 
for Black) 12... f5!? 13. ef Nf 
14. Nc3 Nxe4 15. Nxe4 Bf$ l6. 
Ng3 (16. Ng5 Nc2) 16... Кай! 
which looked alright, but after |} 
Bxd5 Nxd5 14. Nc3 Be6 15. Nj 
Nxc3 16. bc Bc4 17. Rf2 (or 1. 
Rg1 and g4 next) I didn’t see hi 
Black would get any counterplij 
11... Nxd3 12. Qxd3 Qa6! For 


the White Queen to a passive 
location and eliminating the thr 
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of e5 and Nd5. White is of course 
invited to trade queens by 13. Qxa6 
ba 14. e5 Ne8 15. Nd5 e6! and the 
bishop pair will come alive. 13. 
041 Веб!? Provoking d4-d5 so e4- 
e5 wouldn't completely squelch the 
Bg7. Marte didn't like this move, 
but 14. e5 Ne8 15. Be3 makes it 
near impossible for Black to attack 
White's center. 14. d5 Bd7 15. e5 
Ne8 16. Be3 Rc8!? 17. Bd4 Nc7 
Joel remarked later that all my 
games with Black looked the same: 
I would have a fianchettoed bishop, 
pieces on the back two ranks, and a 
bunch of pawns in front of my 

King, most of them belonging to 

my opponent. 

18.24 Preventing ...Nb5 with 
exchanges, and forcing Black to 
unbalance the center with White's 
minor pieces already init. 18...e6 
|9.Ne4! 19.ed Qxd6 20.Bxg7 Kxg7 
21.044 f6! 22.de and Black should 
not play 22...Qxf44- 23.Kh1 Bxe6 
24.Ng5 Qe5 25.Nxe6 Qxe6 

(...Nxe6 26.Qd7+ Kh8 27.Nxf6!) 
26.Ng5!?, but 22...Qxd4 23.Nxd4 
Nxe6, with a bishop for a knight 


_ buta probable draw. 


19..,de I didn’t like 19...Nxd5 
20.Nxd6, but since White cannot be 
denied the d6 square, I felt I should 
at least get a pawn for my troubles. 
20.fe Nxd5 21 .Nf6+!? I had only 
considered 21.Nd6 Rc6 22.Qd2 
Rxd6! 23.ed Qxd6+ 24.Kh1 аб with 
two pawns for the exchange. 


2]... Nxf6 22.ef Bh6 23.Qe1l Rfd8 
24Qh4 Bf8 25.Kh1?! It must have 
been better to play 25.Ne5 Be8 
(25...Bc6 26.Nxf7! Kf7 27.Qxh7+ 
Ke8 28.Qxg6-- Kd7 29.Qf7-- Kd6 
J0 Rel Bd5 31.Be5-- Kc6 
32.Racl+++—) 26.Kh1, but the 
attacking 25.Ng5 h6 26.Nf3 Be8 
27.Ne5 Qb6! 28.Rad1 Rc4! 29.Rf4 
85!? leads to a wild position where 
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everything seems to lose for White: 
(a) 30.Nxc4 Qxf4+ 31.Qxf4 gf 
32.Rd2 Bxa4 33.Bxa7 Rxd2 and 
Black should win. (b) 30.Qg4 Kh7 
31.Re4 Bc6! 32.Kh1! Qd5 33.Nxc4 
Qxe4 keeping the extra pawn. 
Obviously, White’s critical mistake 
in this game was 9.Kh2?. 


25... Rc2 26.Ne5 Bc6!? 26...Be8 
27.b3! keeps Black tied up, since 


27...Qe2 28.Rf2! wins. I might 
have had to resort to 27... Rd5 
28.Rae1 Rd2, but then 29.Be3 Rb2 
30.Bh6 Qd6 31.Bxf8 Qxf8 32.Rf2 
keeps the pressure on the position. 







^ H > 
"t 78, 
2 2% 2 


E 
7k iÍl 


2 Ж 


c m 


П (а 
"T me 


ыт. 


я г 
m BUS. 


27.Nxf7! Naturally, 27.Rgl is bad: 
27...Qe2 28.Nxf7 Bxg2+ 29.Kh2 
Be4+ 30.Kg3 Qf3#, and if White 
must go on the defensive he will 
still be a pawn down if the attack 
fails. 27...Bxg2+ Black has some 
cute ways to lose: 27... Rxg2 
28.Nh6+ Kh8 29.£7-- Kf8 
30.Qxh6+ Ke7 31.f8=Q+ intending 
Qxf8+ and Rd7#. But I had 
calculated a forced win. 


28.Kg] Rxd4 It's a real donny- 
brook! 29.Nh6+ White loses the Q 
on 29.Qxd4 Bc5, and here I was 
ready to play 29...Bxh6 30.Qxh6 
Rd7! 31.Rad1 Bxfl 32.Rxd7 Qb6+! 
33.Kh1 Rh2+!! etc. but I suddenly 
noticed 30.f7+! when Black is lost! 
So much for my "forced win"! 
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O.Nf7+K + 
Kh8 32.Nf7+ Kg8 33.Nh6+ Kh8 
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Either of us could have claimed a 
draw here, but on the other boards, 
Dave was up the exchange and 
Peter was a pawn up. My opponent 
felt obliged to play “for the win”, 
heh heh heh...34.Qxd4? Better, of 
course, was 34.Handshake, draw- 
ing. The next 20 moves were 
played in mutual time pressure, so 
play them over quickly on your 
pocket set. 34... Bc5 35.0xd5 Rxc5 
36.Ғ7 Rc8 37.Kg2 Qe24- 38.R£2 
QeA-4- 39.Kg1 Kg7 40.Ng4 h5 
41.Nf6 Od4 42.Ne8+ Kf8 43.Rel 

с2 44.Refl g5 45.Ng7 Rc6 
46.Nxh5 g4 47. 48. 
49.Kg1? Black may still be 
winning after 49.Kxh3 Qxa4 and a 
Q-side pawn push, but after this 
blunder it’s all over. 49,..Rxf7 

0 e7 Rx 
Oxa4 53.Ng3 b5 54.Kxh3 Oc4 
We settled down to think at this 
point. Having remebered Dave's 
ingenious endgame plan in Round 2 
where he played b2-b4-b5-b6-b7 
aand his opponent resigned, I 
formulated a similar plan. 55.Kg2 


Rc7 


d 
Оь3 0-1, (Poehlmann) 
White: Joel Salman (2135) 
Black: Juan Sena (2158) 
Bogo-Indian Defense 


144 6.2. МІЗ еб, 3 c4 Bb4, 4 
Bd2 Qe7, 5 a3 Strictly speaking 
not best. Lines with Nc3 and/or g3 
give more chance of promising an 
advantage, while-the lines with a3 
generally lead to equality. How- 
ever, one way of playing the 
opening is to take up Portisch’s 
maxim “Your only task in the 
opening is to reach a playable 
middlegame.” (How to Open a 
Chessgame/RHM) I have played 
this system before, and even if it’s 
not optimal, at least I understand 
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Pan Ams 
continued from p. 19 


the concepts. 5 ...Bxd24, 6 Nbxd2 
Here the books give Qxd2, with the 
idea of putting the Knight on c3. 
My plan is twofold: should Black 
continue with ...d5, I can play Bd3 
and if ...dxc4 then Nxc4 and 
perhaps a later Ne5, while on the 
more common setup with ...d6 and 
... e5, the Knight protects e4 
(against possible threats of ...exd4 
uncovering the Queen against 
White's e-pawn), can recapture on 
f3 if necessary, and allows the 
Queen to go to c2 in one move, 
where it protects e4 and helps with 
the plan of c5. In the lines where 
Black plays ...d5, then White's 
remaining Bishop is more active. 
In the ...d6 and ...e5 lines, like this 
game, Black's Bishop is more 
active as White's central pawns 
land on White squares - but the 
central wedge also impedes Black's 
Bishop a bit and White gets to 
break with c5 quickly. 6 .., a5, 7 
e4 d6, 8 Qc2 e5, 9 d5 0-0, 10 b3 
Bg4, 11 g3 Prevents ...Nh5-f4 and 
Bg2 will cover e4. Na6, 12 Bg2 
Nc5, 13 0-0 Od7?! Perhaps 
intending ...Na4 but the text 
weakens e5. ...Nfd7 overprotect- 
ing c5 and playing for ...f5 is a 
thought. 14 b4 axb4, 15 axb4 Na6 
If ...Na4 then White can either 
double on the a-file or play for c5 
undermining e5. 16 Rabl b6, 17 
Rfcl Ra7 Intending to double on 
the a-file and apparently protecting 
c7, but allowing the text._18 c5 
Bxf3 ...bxc5, 19 bxc5 Bxf3, 20 
Nxf3 Nxc5, 21 Nxe5 and Nc6 after 
the Black Queen moves looks nice 
for White. 
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19 cxb6! cxb6 Forced. ...Bxg2 
with the idea of mating with ...Qh3 
and ...Ng4 is met by 20 bxa7 Qh3, 
21 £3!, when there is no mate 
(...Nh5, 22 Qd3 Nxg3, 24 hxg3 
Qxg3, 24 Nf1! -—-) and White will 
pick up the Knight on a6 and/or 
play Qc6 and a8-Q (if 21... Ra8, 22 
Qc4 Rxa7, 23 Ral +-), while on 19 
...Bxe4 20 Nxe4! cxb6, 21 Nxf67 
gxf6, 22 Be4 (pointed out two days 
later at the Manhattan Chess Club 
by Sena) leads to advantage as 
White rules the light squares, and 
Black's shattered kingside should 
allow White to recover at least his 
pawn, if not more. 20 Bxf3 Rc7, 21 


Qd3 A temporary pawn sac, but 
White has correctly calculated that 


he will recover his pawn and 
activate his Bishop, taking the 
initiative into the ending. Nxb4, 22 
Rxc7 Nxd3, 23 Rxd7 Nxd7, 24 Bg4 

f6, 25 Be2 Nc5, 26 58, 27 

cA Ne8, 28 Rxb6 Rxb6 b 
Kf8, 30 Nc8! g6?! Now Black 
loses two pawns when he plays 
31...f5. Bb5 is coming (30... Nb7, 
31 Bb5 and Bc6 next). 31 Bb5 
57, 32 Bxe8 Kxe8, 33 exf5 gxf5. 
34 Nxd6-- Ke7, 35 Nxf5-- Kf6, 36 
Nd6 36 g4 was also good. Nd3, 37 
Ne44- Kf5, 38 Kf] h5, 39 Ke2 Nb4, 
40 d6 h4, 41 Kd2 41 gxh4 was 
fine, when the split passed pawns 
should carry the day. 41 d7 was 


2 














good (...Nc6, 42 Nc5 and then 
march the King up the board). But 
as White starts to run short of time 
with the control at move 50, he 
begins to go astray. h3, 42 Kc3 
Nc6, 43 d7?! And now White really 
creates headaches for himself, 
Short of time, White becomes 
concerned about phantom Knight 
sacs by Black to let the h-pawn 
Queen. Ke6, 44 No5+2! 44 Nosy 
Kd6, 45 Kc4 with f4 or g4 to 
follow should be good. Even the 
text should work but... Kxd7, 45 

X e6, 46 Ng5 - Kf5, 47 h4d 
Nd4, 48 Kd3 48 Kc4 Ne2, 49 g4« 
Kf4, 50 Kd5 looks good. Kg6, 49 
Ke4? 49 24! №5, 50 Kxe5 Nxgj, 
51 f4? КМ may still win, but it is 
getting more difficult. Kh5, 32 
Ne4 Nf1, 53 Kd4 At this point, the 
game should be drawn. The h- 
pawn is going and Black should be 
able to bring the Knight back to 
stop the f-pawn. Kd4 represents 
the only try, as f5 would allow 
...Ne3, 54 £6 Ng4+!. The problem 
with Knight endings is that the 
defending side can always sac for 
the pawns - give me rooks anytime! 
Kxh4 At the time I thought this 
lost, while ...Nh2 would draw. 
However ...Kxh4 does draw, and 
...Nh2 should but needs to be 
checked. 54 f5 Kh5, 55 f6 Kg6. X 
Ke5 Ne3, 57 Ke6 Nd5? But itis 
here in desperation that Black 
actually loses. ...Nc2!! (Glueck) 
draws as follows: 58 #7 №4+, 5 
Ке7 М№5+, 60 Ke8 (Kf8 №6 =) 
№7+, 61 КЕЗ №5! = і.е. 62 Kgl 
МҺ6 =, 62 Ke8 just repeats the 
position and 62 N anywhere Nh6= 

8 Black Resi - 
(Salman) 


THE LEADERS: Rhode Island 
nicked Harvard for a draw when 
Rao managed to lose a Rook endin 
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with four pawns each, all on the 
kingside, leaving Harvard at 5.5. 
Berkeley's victory put them at 5. U 
of Toronto (46) and U of Chicago 
"A" (87) are at 4.5, while #2 Yale 
continued to struggle, drawing #11 
Uof Virginia. Yale is back in the 
pack with 4. 


ROUND 7 
Thurs., December 29th, 5 PM 


We remain on stage to play 
University of Chicago “A” (#7, 
2169). Chicago is given White on 
boards one and three, despite 
Berkeley being due White, higher 
rated and with a higher score. We 
decide not to complain to the 
director, anticipating the White 
pieces against Yale for the last 
round. Eric Schiller took advantage 
of this to get a slight edge and offer 
Dave Glueck a draw at move 
thirteen. Dave accepted, and a 
similar scene soon occurred on 
board two. Roger got a typical 
position as Black in the Pirc, i.e. 
risky but double edged. For reasons 
unknown his opponent went into 
several long thinks, including one 


- of fifty minutes. Short of time 


White collapsed and so Berkeley 
went ahead 2-1. Fourth board saw 
Salman and Chicago's Bill Maddex 
engage in "a real donnybrook". A 
month later we understand this 

game differently than when it was 
played, but much remains unclear. 
Both sides seem to have picked 
tempting but wrong plans and the 
game went back and forth. Joel 
entered time pressure first, soon 
followed by Maddex when he spent 
alot of time examining the rook 
ending. As the dust cleared, moves 
were repeated and Maddex offered 
adraw. This was wisely accepted 


and Berkeley had the match 2.5 - 
15. 


January 1989 


White: Joel Salman (2135) 
Black: Bill Maddex (2080) 
King's Indian Defense 


I suggest playing through this game 
once before giving it a serious 
analysis. Likely you'll find it 


entertaining. 1 d4 g6, 2 Nf3 Ве7 
c4 d6, 4 Nc3 Bg4, 5 e3 Seemingly 


best with the uncommon move 
order chosen by Black. 5 e4 and 5 
g3 may allow the ruining of the 
kingside pawns with ...Bxf3. 
Worthy of consideration is 5 Qb3. 
‚.:№сб, 6 Ве2 е5, 7 05 7 М№хе5 
dxe5, 8 Bxg4 exd4 looks fine for 
Black. ...Bxf3, ... Nce7?, 8 Nxe5 
Bxe2, 9 Qa44- Kf8, 10 Nd7+ Ke8, 
11 Nf6- Kf8, 12 Nxg8 and White 
is up a pawn. 8 Bxf3 Nce7, 9 
Qa4--!? Interesting seems to be the 
best description for this move. If 
Black trades Queens with ...Qd7 
then White is slightly better in the 
ending with his two Bishops. What 
Maddex plays is in the spirit of the 
opening - Duncan Suttles would 
approve! ,.. Kf8, 10 Oc2 Intending 
to pressure the kingside and 
retaining options on the more 
standard c5 break is these positions. 
As the game went, White develops 
a kingside attack with Black's 
cooperation. But if Black hadn't 
been so cooperative? When and 
where White should have played 
for c5 is unclear. .,.f5, 11 e4 Bh6, 
12h4!? Maybe Ne2 and c5, either 
here or at move 14. ,..Вхс1,13 
с1 №6, 14 h5!? 

16 Qe2 a6 Black underestimates 
the coming kingside attack. A plan 
with ... Rhf8 and ...Kg8 would 
seems to counter this, when 
White's pawn on h6 would likely 
become weak. 17 Kd2 Rhb8, 18 
Reg] Opposite sides castling by 
hand. ,..c5, 19 94 fxe4 If ...fxg4, 
20 Bxg4 Nxg4, 21 Rxg4 intending 
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f4 and e5 is good for White, while 
on ...f4, 20 g5 intending B g4-e6 
will hamper Black and the threat is 
ОВ апа Ne2xf4 to open things up. 
20 Bxe4 b5? This should lose, if 
White were to play correctly. 
There was still time for ...Rf8 and 
... Kg8. 


Ж 


tj 4 > 7 
Ж Ш? 71 





21 cxb5? (21. Qf3!) ...axb5, 22 OB 
b4, 23 Nd1? After this seemingly 
natural move White is lost - yet 
winning was 23 Nb1!, when the 
Knight and Bishop cover all the key 
squares while White wins the Black 
Knight on f6 by playing g5. ,,.c4, 
24 g5 c3+, 25 Kel Nf5!, 26 Bxf5 
Ox(5. 27 Qxf5 gx[5. 28 gxf6 c2, 29 
Kd2 cxd1=O+, 30 Қх41 Еха2,31 
Қс2 53-- 32 Кс3 Кхіб, 33 Rg7 
Ra5. 24 Rxh7 Re5+, 35 Kd3 
Rxd5+, 36 Ke3 Rd4? The 
beginning of the wrong plan. 

... Rc5* and ... Rc2 would win, as 
the White t and f pawns are weak 
while the h pawn is easily stopped 
by ...Rh8 and an eventual ... Rf2- 
h2. 27 Rc7 Rh8, 38 Kxb3 Rg4, 39 
Rd7 Ke6, 40 Rb7 Rg6, 41 h7 Kf6, 
42 Rd7 Ke6, 43 Rb7 draw agreed 1/ 


2-1/2 Bill's flag was even closer 
to falling than mine and he did not 
believe there were winning chances 
for Black. Neither did I, but who 
knows? Wild Game. (Glueck, 
Metz and Salman) 


THE LEADERS: Harvard beat 
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Pan Ams 
continued from p. 21 


Toronto to reach 6.5, a half point 
ahead of Berkeley. Yale, UNPHU 
and Rhode Island all won to reach 
5. Final round pairings shape up as 
Chicago-Harvard, Berkeley- Yale, 
UNPHU-Toronto, and Rhode 
Island-U of Akron (#8). 


ROUND 8 
Friday, December 30th, 10 AM 


Long Swiss tournaments with few 
participants take on the look of a 
round robin after the early rounds 
are over. Teams separated by as 
much as a point get paired as most 
of the leaders have played each 
other. Thus we played Yale “A” 
(#2, 2367) on board two. We had 
high hopes of an upset; having 
White for the match gave Glueck, 
Yu and Poehlmann the colors they 
are happy with (White, Black and 
White) and Yale did not appear to 
be playing well. Yale had other 
thoughts and despite our best 
intentions recovered their form to 
beat us 4-0. Glueck formed a bad 
plan in the early middlegame and 
lost to Patrick Wolff. John 
Litvinchuk announced his retire- 
ment from tournament play and 
made Peter Yu his last victim, 
grinding out another win against 
the King’s Indian. Litvinchuk’s 
tally of 7.5 made him the top 


second board. Roger seemed fine as 


White in the Boring System, then 
suddenly lost the thread of the 
game and an exchange against Joey 
Waxman. As for Salman, his three 
pieces were insufficient against 
Andy Metrick’s Queen and outside 
passer. 


THE LEADERS: Early on it 
appears Chicago will hold Harvard, 
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but Harvard went on to win 3-1. 
UNPHU and Rhode Island also 
won to join Yale and Berkeley at 6. 


POSTMORTEM: The tournament 
was a complete success for the 
powerful Harvard team. Yale must 
have been disappointed. They were 
especially hurt by Patrick Wolff's 
poor form; Wolff could only make 
a 4.5 score despite being the 
highest rated player by about one 
hundred points. UNPHU, Berkeley 
and Rhode Island all had average 
ratings more than one hundred 
points below Harvard and Yale, so 
equal second with Yale is a fine 
result. 


The first board prize went to Danny 
Edelman of Harvard (7), second 
board to John Litvinchuk of Yale 
(7.5 and the best performance of 
the tournament - quite a way to 
retire), third board to Berkeley's 
Roger Poehlmann and Stephen 
Hrop of U of Akron (6), and the 
fourth board prize to Andy Metrick 
of Yale and U of Virginia's George 
Nick (6.5). 


The playing conditions were OK, 
but could have been better. The 
room was either too hot or 
comfortable but noisy from the 
ventilation fan. On the other hand, 
the fan did drown out the noise 
from the analysis room, which was 
improperly located directly outside 
the playing hall. The fact that this is 
typical for many tournaments 
doesn't alter how annoying noise is 
while playing "serious" chess. TD 
Glenn Petersen managed to stay in 
the background - good directors 
should be seen but not heard - with 
the exception of one color problem 
in round eight. The rounds did start 
on time, which was nice. 


Many conversations during the 





tournament centered on the 
tournament site, the poor turnout, 
and future sites. Rutgers was the 
host team, and since the tournament 
had no major problems they should 
be congratulated for a job well 
done. New Brunswick has the 
advantage of being centrally 
located in the Northeast and 
surprisingly had several good 
inexpensive restaurants within 
walking distance of the hotel. If 
you think good food is unimportant 
during a tournament, I suggest 
reading Dave Glueck's comments 
about the 1987 Pan Ams (CCJ, 
January 1988 p.10). On the other 
hand, there are warmer places than 
New Jersey in December, and 
perhaps a sunny site would increase 
the turnout. Rumor has it Kentucky 
is in the running for 1989’s event, 


which would be several steps in the 


wrong direction. “Kentucky is hell 
in December,” according to Dave 
Glueck. Berkeley made up the 
western contingent, the only team 
this side of Chicago to attend. Tra- 
velling distance will always be a 
problem wherever this event is 
held, but the Pan Ams (and team 
tournaments in general) are always 
fun; team chess is different from 
individual OTB chess. 


It was worth the trip. 


Editor’ s Historical Note: In the 
past decade Berkeley has finsihed 
second to Harvard, Yale, and the 
University of Toronto (more than 
once). The Pan Ams have not been 
held on the West Coast since before 
the Fischer boom. 
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Club Directory 
Area Code 415 unless specified 


Berkeley CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 

Berkeley YMCA 2nd fl. 

Allston and Milvia 

A. Glasscoe 652-5324 
CAL-Berkeley CC 

Wednesdays 7-10 PM 

Tan Oak Room 

Student Union, 4th fl. 

UCB Campus 

Peter Yu 848-7809 
Burlingame CC 

Thursdays 7:30 PM 

Burlingame Rec, Ctr. 

850 Burlingame Ave. 

H. Edelstein 349-5554 
Chabot CC 

Mondays 5-10 PM 

Chabot Comm. College 

Hayward, Rm. 2347 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 

Fridays 7-11 PM 

Comm. Hospital 

Conference Center 

B. Riner 916-872-0373 
Empire CC 

Fridays 7 PM 

454 S. 9th St., San Jose 

D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 
Fairfield-Suisun CC 

Mondays 7-9:30 PM 

1000 Kentucky St. 

E. Deneau 707-428-5460 
Fresno CC 

Mondays 7-11 PM 

Round Table Pizza 

Cedar & Dakota Aves. 

D. Quarve 209-225-8022 
Hayward CC 

Mondays 7-9 PM 

Hayward Main Library 

Mission & C St. 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
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Kolty CC 

Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 

Campbell Comm. Ctr. 

Activity Hall 

Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell 

P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 
LERA CC 

Tuesday 8 PM 

Lockheed Rec. Center 

Sunnyvale 

K. Stone 408-742-3126 
Livermore CC 

Fridays TBA 

C. Pigg 447-5067 
Mechanics Inst. CC 

M-F: 11 AM - 11 PM 

Sat: 10 AM - 12 AM 

Sun: 12 PM - 10 PM 

57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 

М. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Ctr. 

Tues - Fri: 4:30 - 10 PM 

Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 

T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 

Thursdays 3:30 PM - ? 

Yountville Veterans Home 

Lee Lounge 

B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 

Tuesdays 6:30 - 11 PM 

Mitchell Park Comm. Ctr. 

S. Farmer 329-2487 
Richmond CC 

Fridays 5 - 9 PM 

Richmond Public Library 

2Ath & Macdonald 

T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 

Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM 

Mondays 6:30 - 11 PM 

Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg. 

8517 Lyman Way 

W. Randle 707-795-2220 
Sacramento CC 

Wednesdays 7-11 PM 

Senior Citizens Ctr. 

915 27th St. 

S. Gordon 916-929-2952 
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San Jose CC 

Fridays 7 PM - 12 AM 

Blind Center 

101 N. Bascom Ave. 

B. Curto 408-463-0198 
San Jose Senior CC 

Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM 

Kirk Senior Program 

1601 Foxworthy Ave. 

C. Felker 408-723-1808 

Santa Clara City CC 

2nd Saturday of each month 

2:15 - 6:15 PM 

Machado Park Bldg. 

3360 Cabrillo Ave. 

F. Sierra 408-241-1447 
Santa Cruz CC 

Thursdays 6 - 11 PM 

Monterey Savings 

530 Front St. 

K. Norris 408-426-8269 
Vallejo CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 

Senior Citizens Ctr. 

333 Amador St. 

G. Rassmussen 707-642-7270 
Gr. Vallejo Chess Assn. 

Saturdays 5:30 PM - 12 AM 

N. Vallejo Rec. Ctr. 

1121 Whitney Ave. 

E. Valles 707-557-0707 
Visalia CC 

Fridays (call first) 

Comm. Rm. 

Valley Fed. Savings 

A. Fifield 209-734-2784 
Walnut Creek CC 

Thursdays 2 - 5:30 PM 

2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 

P. Baudry 256-7520 
Yuba Sutter CC 

Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 Am 

Buttes Christian Manor 

223 F St, Marysville 

T. Giertych, 916-742-7071 
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February 1989 
All Wednesdays UCB 30-30 


5 

11 

12 
18-20 
20 

20 
25-26 


Walnut Creek (quads) 
San Jose (Action) 

San Jose (quads) 

UC Berkeley: People’s 
Young People’s (U 14) 
Fresno (quads) 

San Jose (insanity) 


March 1989 
All Wednesdays UCB 30-30 


4-5 

5 

11 
11-12 
12 
18-19 
18-19 


25 
26 


Sunnyvale/LERA (ss) 

Walnut Creek (quads) 

San Jose (action) 

Vallejo (ss) 

San Jose (quads) 

Livermore (ss) 

San Rafael: No. Cal. 
Scholastic Ch. 

SF/ Lowell HS (Sect' al) 

San Jose (quads) 
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Organizers 

PB = Dr. Pascal Baudry 
PD = Peter Dahl 

RO = Raymond Orwig 
CP = Charles Pigg 

DQ = Dave Quarve 

KS = Ken Stone 

DU = Don Urquhart 
EV = Emest Valles 

PY = Peter Yu 
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415-256-7520 
415-566-4069 
415-237-1956 
415-447-5067 
209-225-8022 
408-742-3126 
408-294-5724 
707-557-0707 
415-848-7809 


Tournament Clearinghouse 


Alan Glasscoe 


415-652-5324 


Box 11613, Oakland CA 94611 
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Former World Champion Anatoly Karpov ready to begi . play. 
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Spraggett 


— 1 () = = = 0 4 

Yusupov = 0 1 = = E 1 5 
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Where's Hans? 


Some of you have been asking 
“What happened to Hans Posch- 
mann?” Well, our founder has 
been busily pursuing his new 
business, his own carpentry 
shop. 

By the way, I’ve heard that he 
makes great chess tables for a 
reasonable fee. Do not dismay 
if you already miss Hans. He is 
coming out with one more 


This issue follows on the heels 
of last month’s because CCJ 
is returning to a monthly 
schedule. The April issue will 
go out at the beginning of that 
month, no fooling. As a result, 
this issue and next issue are 
being produced on a hurry-up 
schedule. 


Debuting this month: Columns 
by FM David Glueck, NM 
The CCJ is published monthly. 


1/4 раре $15 
1/2 раре $25 
Full page $50 


Advertising 
(camera-ready) 


double-issue, California Chess 
Journal: 1988 in Review. 


We hope that our present staff 1s 
meeting your needs. If not, 
please feel free to send sugges- 
tions, compliments or com- 
plaints. Don't be surprised if 
you see your letter published, 
because we have a Letters to the 
Editor section. 


Matt Ng, and NM Richard 
Shorman. Our columnists 
appear every other issue, so 
Craig Mar, Roger Poehlmann, 
andPeter Yu will return in 
March. 


Also coming in March: com- 
plete results of the 16th Annual 
People's Chess Tournament and 
improved, computerized 
diagrams. 


Columnists 


Send advertising and subscription orders 


(payable to CCJ) to: 
CCJ 
c/o Peter Yu 


2724 Channing Way, #103 
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YUSUPOV 5—SPRAGGETT 4 
KARPOV 35 —HJARTARSON 11; 
ТІММАК 31; -РОЕТІЗСН 2! 


For British Grandmaster Jonathan 
Speelman, the long wait for an op- 
ponent in the 1990 World Champi- 
onship Cycle is over. Speelman, 
who defeated his neighbor GM 
Nigel Short in August 1988, has 
been joined by former World 
Champion Anatoly Karpov and GM 
Artur Yusupov, both of the USSR, 
and GM Jan Timman of The 
Netherlands. 


The Candidates Semi-Finals will 
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Timman, Yusupov 


by Joel Salman 


pair Soviets Karpov and Yusupov, 
while Speelman and Timman con- 
test the other match. Both matches 
are set for August/September in 
London, giving Speelman the home 
field advantage. 


The Quarter-Finals matches took 
place between January 21 and 
February 8, 1989. A brief summary 
and the games from each match are 
given below. 
GM Kevin Spraggett 
(Canada) 
GM Artur Yusupov (USSR) 
Québec City, Canada 


Yusupov was certainly the big 


Reseda Тнк e 
Letter to the Editor 


Editor: 

l'm glad to see CCJ Баск іл 
business again. Please extend my 
subscription for 1 year, for which I 
enclose a check for $19.00. 


А few comments about your 

January 1989 issue. I especially 
liked your coverage of the 1988 

Pan Am Championship. In my 
opinion, your magazine should 
concentrate its coverage on these 
types of events, as well as local 
California tournaments. I believe 
that coverage of foreign events 
should be limited to those in which 
local masters have participated. 
Articles about other international 
loumaments or the Candidates 
Matches will inevitably duplicate 
material in other sources. In other 
Words, you should carve out your 
own niche. Finally, although I 
realize that you are trying to appeal 
0 à wide range of playing 

strengths, the “Back to Square 


One" column is not of any interest 
to me. Columns of this sort should 
be limited to 1-2 pages. 

Good luck in your endeavor! 


Peter E. Klimek 
Berkeley, CA 


Thanks for the input, Peter. Our 
international coverage will be 
limited only to the most important 
news that 1) can not be obtained 
elsewhere at comparable quality, 


or 2) will scoop Chess Life or 
Inside Chess by an issue or two. 
For example, this issue we were 
able to beat [nside Chess by 
reporting all of the Candidates 
matches’ results and games first. 
This means you get to Study the 
latest opening theory and develop- 
ments before your opponents do. 
As for the beginners’ column, we 
have made it bi-monthly and 
limited it to 2 pages, just like all of 
our other regular columns. —PY 


Advance 


favorite at the outset. Consistently 
rated well over 2600, it was 
expected that Yusupov would 
punish the upstart Spraggett for his 
overtime upset of Soviet Andrei 
Sokolov at the St. Johns World 
Chess Festival. Spraggett's feelings 
in this matter were obviously 
different and he nearly pulled off 
another miracle, missing several 
chances to knock off Yusupov 
before succumbing in round nine, 
the first sudden death overtime 
game. 


Spraggett drew Game one as Black, 
then with the White pieces in Game 
two made a promising Exchange 
sac. Yusupov gave up a piece for a 
non-existent mate in time trouble 
(39....Nh2?) and Spraggett conso- 
lidated for his first and only win of 
the match. Yusupov recovered 
quickly, constructing a nice mating 
net in a Rook and opposite color 
Bishop ending in Game three to tie 
the match. Games four and five 


6 months—$10 
1 year—$19 


New subsciptions or re- 
newals received by 
March 1, 1989 will get a 
coupon good for $4 off the 
епігу fee of any UC 
Berkeley tournament. 


We encourage clubs to 
subscribe, to send re- 
sults, and to submit an 
advertising blurb. 


Please address all cor- 
respondence to the 
address on page 2. 
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continued from p. 3 
were uneventful draws, but in 
Game six poor play by Yusupov in 
the late opening gave Spraggett a 
good position as White. The game 
slipped into a draw as Spraggett ran 
short of time. 


With regulation play over, a two 
game mini-match followed at the 
same time limit. Spraggett once 
again drew easily with Black in 
Game seven, and it is reported that 
a hotline to "Moscow Chess 
Central" was put at Yusupov's 
disposal. Spraggett pressed for 
fifty-one moves in Game eight but 
eventually had to settle for 
perpetual check. 


Spraggett had White for Game 
nine, played at sudden death in one 
hour. Yusupov gained the edge in 
the middle game and then sacri- 
ficed his Queen for Rook, Bishop, 
two pawns and a lot of activity. The 
sudden death time limit began to 
take its toll at move forty when 
Spraggett blundered a Knight (40 
Nd6?) in a difficult position, after 
which Yusupov had no troubles. 
When Spraggett's flag fell at move 
fifty he was quite lost. 


White: Artur Yusupov 
Black: Kevin Spraggett 
Game 1 
Queen's Gambit Declined 


1.44 452. МІЗ МІ6 3. c4 e6 4. Nc3 
Be7 5. Bg5 h6 6. Bf6 Bf6 7. e3 0-0 
8. Qb3 c6 9. Rd1 Nd7 10. Bd3 b6 
11. 0-0 Bb7 12. Rfel Be7 13. e4 dc 
14. Bc4 b5 15. Bd3 Qb6 16. e5 
Rfd8 17. BeA Rac8 18. h4 a6 

19. Qc2 Nf8 20. h5 Rd7 21. Rd2 


California Chess Journal 
Bb4 22. a3 Bc3 23. Qc3 c5 





24. Bb7 Rb7 25. dc Rc5 26. Qe3 
Rc8 27. Rd6 Qe3 28. Re3 Ra7 

29. Red3 g6 30. Nd2 gh 31. Ne4 
Kg7 32. Nf6 h4 33. R3d4 Ng6 

34. Nh5 Kh7 35. Nf6 Kg7 36. Nh5 
Kh7 37. Nf6 1/2-1/2 


White: Kevin Spraggett 
Black: Artur Yusupov 
Game 2 


Reti Opening 


1. Nf3 d5 2. g3 Nf6 3. Bg2 Bf5 

4. c4 e6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. b3 0-0 7. Bb2 
h6 8. d3 Bh7 9. Nbd2 Nc6 10. a3 a5 
11. cd ed 12. Qc2 Nd7 13. Bh3 Re8 
14. Rfe1 Nf8 15. Касі Меб 16. 061 
Bf6 17. Qal Bb2 18. Qb2 Qd6 

19. Rb1 Nc5 20. Bf1 Bf5 21. Rec1 
Na6 22. Rc2 Re7 23. Rbcl Rae8 
24. e3 Bh7 25. Nb1 Rd8 26. Be2 d4 
27. e4 f5 28. ef Bf5 29. Bfl Qd7 
30. Nbd2 Rf8 





31. Rc6 bc 32. Nd4 Nb8 33. NÍ5 
Qf5 34. Ме4 М47 35. Rc6 Ne5 





36. Rc5 Nf3 37. Kh1 Qg6 38. Ra5 
Qb6 39. b4 Nh2 40. Qb3 Kh7 
41. Kh2 Rf2 42. Bg2 Rf8 43. Rc5 
Kh8 44. a4 Qg6 45. a5 Qg4 
46. Qc2 c6 47. a6 Rb8 48. Rc6 Qh5 
49. Кр1 КЫ 50. Кс8 КЋ7 51. d4 
Qf5 52. g4 Qg6 53. Nf6 gf 54. Rh8 
1-0 
White: Artur Yusupov 
Black: Kevin Spraggett 
Game 3 
QGD-—Tarrasch Defense 
1. d4 d5 2. Nf3 c5 3. c4 e6 4. cd ed 
Rad8 14. Ocl Oxcl 15. Raxcl 


This position has been reached 
before, with the N on f4, not c7. 
Thus Petrosian—Spassky #16, 1969, 
went 15. ...b6 16. Nxe6 fe 17. Rc4 
Nd4 18. Nxd4 with a quick draw. 
White could keep playing with 
17. Bh3. 

15....Ве7 16. Ne6 fe 17. Кс4 ВІ6 
18. e3 

Not as obliging as Petrosian. Now 
Black has only one weakness but 
White wins easily. 

18....Rd6 19. h4 h6 20. Re4 Rfd8 
21. Bh3 Kf7 22. Kg2 Re8? 
Inconsistent. 

23. Rc1 Re? 24. Rc2 b6 25. Rí4 
Kg6 

White threatened Rxc6. 





26. g4 Bal 27. Rc1 Bb2 28. Rc2 
Bal 29. a4 


Of course White does not want a 
draw! 


29....Ne5 30. Nxe5 Bxe5 3l. КГ 


Botvinnik said "In positions with 





opposite color Bishops the player 


with the attack is a piece ahead." | 


continued p. 15 
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THE CASE OF THE PHANTOM TOURNAMENT 


The CCJ is here to report the latest 
news. Whether good or bad, we tell 
it like it is. So in the spirit of 
protecting trusting chess players 
from becoming future victims of 
irresponsible organizers, I am 
suggesting that you avoid tourna- 
ments put on by Michael and 

Hakim Mustafa. Here are some 
facts about the Mustafas' latest 
fiascoes... 


Back in October, the Mustafas, 
under the guise of "MZM Produc- 
tions”, distributed some flyers 

about the 3rd Annual Oakland City 
Championships (October 27-28). 
Not only did the Mustafas disregard 
the N. CA Tournament Clearing- 
house by scheduling on the same 
weekend as a Livermore tourna- 
ment, but they also listed a non- 
existent P.O. Box on their flyer. 

Did they bother to correct this 

error? No, they just let everyone’s 
checks to go in and out of the U.S. 
Postal Service, and then canceled 
the tournament without any prior 
announcement. 


Imagine my personal surprise when 
I showed up for round one at the 
tournament site and nobody was 
there. Soon after confirming that I 
was where I should be, another 
unsuspecting pre-entrant joined me 
in my bewilderment. We concluded 
that we had been burned. Accord- 
ing to the person I talked to when I 
called the Mustafa's number, the 
loumament had been "postponed" 
until January, and the Mustafas 
should have been there to tell 
everyone that they drove out to 
Oakland for nothing. They were 

also supposed to have called all of 
the pre-entrants to inform them of 
this mishap: they didn’t. 


by Peter Yu 


On the following Monday, I re- 
ceived via “return-to-sender” my 
pre-registration because the P.O. 
Box on the tournament flyer was 
invalid. I guess that’s why they 
didn’t call me to tell me of the 
canceled tournament. They pro- 
bably didn’t call anyone because 
they had no entries! 


Well, as the old saying goes, if at 
first you don’t succeed, try again. 


Now, let’s give the Mustafas some 
credit, they were clever enough to 
change their tournament name to 
"The 1st Annual Alameda County 
Championships", and they even 
avoided conflicting with other area 
tournaments. But old habits die 
hard. This tournament was again 
canceled the Friday night before, 
January 27, little to my surprise. 
This time, however, they did call 
some of the pre-entrants to tell 
them why they canceled. According 
to the Mustafas, the City of Berke- 
ley re-booked the venue without in- 
forming them, so suddenly there 
Was no site. 

Our own sources called Berkeley, 
and found out that the Mustafas 
never put down the deposit. So the 
phantom tournament strikes again! 





same trick three times, okay? I 
warned some people of the Mus- 
tafas back in January, but now that 
this irresponsible organizing has 
gotten more serious, I'm warning 
everybody. If people want to screw 
around by advertising and then 
bailing out on chess tournaments, 
then they can join the ranks of Vic 


Ofiesh and disappear from the N. 
CA chess scene. [Ofiesh vanished 
in December 1987, leaving co- 
organizer Hal Bogner holding the 
$2000 bag in a Southern California 
tournament. Prizes were held up for 
months and Bogner was suspended 
from organizing by the USCF until 
he made good on Ofiesh's 
promises.] 

Here are some tipoffs that tourna- 
ment players should watch out 
for... 


1) If the tournament isn't run by 
traditional chess organizations such 
as LERA, UC Berkeley, Mechanics 
or reliable organizers such as 
Baudry, Haws, Mayntz, Sierra, 
Valles or anyone else we list on our 
back cover tournament calendar, be 
careful! 


2) If the tournament isn't listed in 
Chess Life, call the number on the 
flyer and talk to the organizer 
(usually, yo: want to call during 
reasonable hours). If there are no 
flyers but the event is listed in 
Chess Life, then you're slightly 
better off and should still call to 
make sure. 


3) If there is no phone number 


listed, and you don't recognize the 


organizer or T.D., ask around. 


And here's a tip for new organizers: 
there is lots of room in Northern 
California—even in the Bay 
Area—for your energy. If you are 
interested in running a tournament, 
contact experienced organizers in 
your area, or the Regional Vice 
Presidents (Alan Glasscoe and 
Andrew Lazarus), or CCJ. We're 
here to help you do your first event 
right—which includes reserving the 
playing site first! 
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PRESENTING THE CLASSICS 


Although the veteran Frank Mar- 
shall outdistanced him by half a 
point at Havana, 1913, José Capa- 
blanca produced this prize winning 
“immortal”, foretelling future 
greatness. 

White: Juan Corzo 

Black: José Capablanca 
Old Indian Defense 


1.94 №6 2. с4 

I prefer 2. Nf3 to the text move 
2....46 3. Мс3 МЬ47 4. e4 e5 5. f4 
Of dubious worth. Generally played 
is 5. Nf3. 

Died 


Necessary before White has time 
for either 6. Nf3 or 6. fe, with clear 
advantage. 


6. Od4 Nc$ 7, Be3 Qe7 


A rather unusual way of mobilizing 
the queen, but quite appropriate 
here, as it compels White to defend 
his e4 pawn and thus to impede his 
own development. 


8. Nd5 

Also possible is 8. e5, but Black 
can always respond favorably with 
8....Ме4 

8.... Nd5 9. ed БІ5. 

I thought of 9... g6 at this point. 
However, it leads to a comfortable 
game for White afi. 12. 2-0-0. 

10. МІЗ 

Better was 10. 0-0-0. 





NM Richard Shorman is a long- 


time chess instructor and lecturer 
whose contributions to Bay Area 
chess have been unmatched. He has 
specially selected these favorite 
games from his timeless collection. 
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Ires the attack and initiating 
the brilliancy by offering the 
exchange. Not so convincing is 
10....g5, as White simply castles. 


11. Kf2 

The only move. If now 11. 0-0-0, 
then Black gains the upper hand 
immediately by 11....Bg7 
11....Rg8 12. Rel Bg? 

Ne4+ 14. Kg] Kf8 

Castling exposes the Black King 
too much, permitting White 
drawing chances in some vari- 
ations. 


15. Bd4 

Well played. Since move 11 White 
has done the best he could with the 
resources at his disposal. 


13.525] 


The second phase of Black's 
brilliant combination and the only 
way to pursue the attack while 
preserving the advantage. 


16. Bg7+ 

If 16. Ng5, then 16....Bd4+ 

17. Qd4 Ng5! 18. Re7 Nh3#. On 
16. fg Black plays 16....Ng5 

17. Re7 Nh3+ 18. gh Bd4#. Or 


16. fg Ng5 17. Ng5 Bd4+ 18. Qd4 
Qel. And if 16. fg Ng5 17. Bg7+, 
then 17....Rg7 18. Ng5 Qg5, with 
an overwhelming position. Finally, 
16. Bd3 gf is also good for Black. 


16... Rg7 17. Nd4! 
This time 17. Bd3 gf would win. 


7 ват ія 15 
White cannot survive 18. Bd3 f5 
19. Be4 fe 20. £4 QeS 21. Ne6+ 
Be6 22. fe c6. 


18....Ое5 


A sound alternative for Black 
would be 18....c5, since 19. dc b6 
allows the e4 Knight to be guarded 
by a subsequent ...d5, while 

20. Ne6+ fe 21. Re4 leaves Black 
in command after 21....e5. 


19. Od3 Re8 


Deliberately played with the intent 
of sacrificing the Exchange. Black 
could hold on to a slight edge with 
19....Nc5, e.g., 20. Re5 Nd3 





21. Rel Ne5, and White's f-pawnis | 


weak. 


23. Of3+ Of4 24. Od3 


Trading Queens by 24. Qf4+ gf 
wins for Black following 25. 14 В 


26. Rdl f2« 27. Kh2 Ng328. R / 


Nh1 29. Kh1 Rg2! 


24....Ke7 25. b4 b6 26. b5 Bb7 

27. g3 

There is nothing better. On 27. Ba 

Nc5 White's game is indefensible. 
(see diagram next page) 

27....Nd2! 


The final brilliant stroke, and the 
most beautiful as well. 


| 
} 


20. Меб+ fe 21. fe Re6!! 22. де В 
| 


| 


' 
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by NM Richard Shorman 
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A very understandable error, consi- 
dering the arduous trial that White 
has undergone. Best was 28. B g2 
Qe3 29. Re3 Nc4 30. Rc3 Bg2 

31. Kg2 d5, and Black's winning 
prospects remain excellent. 


28....Nf3+ 29. Kf2 Of8 


The retreat that White did not see. 


30. c5 Ne5+ 31. Kg1 Nf3+ 
Not 31....Qf3 at once because of 
32. Qf3 Nf3+ 33. Kf2 Nh1 34. c6!, 


and although Black should still win, 


the victory would be more difficult 
to achieve. 


32. Kf2 be 33. Оа5 Ме5+ 34. Kgl 
Of3 35. Qc7+ Kf6 36. Od6 Qh1+ 
37. Kf2 Qh24- 38, 0-1 


White must lose his Queen after 
38. Ke3 Qg34- 39. Kd2 Nf34. 


Annotations by Capablanca from 
the book of the tournament, 
"Tomeo Internacional de Ajedrez, 
Habana, 1913”, especially trans- 
lated for this column by Ms. Mary 
Lasher of Berkeley. 


CHECKING OUT THE RULES 
by ANTD Andrew Lazarus 


Every tournament player should 
own a copy of Official Rules of 
Chess, edited by Tim Redman. In 
fact, every player should read this 
volume, because it can save a lot of 
grief. 

One of the most harrowing 
experiences for players (and the 


TD) is a disputed time forfeit claim. 


Invariably, the dispute involves the 
quality of the claimant’s scoresheet. 
This procedure tends to take guests 
from foreign countries by surprise: 
in FIDE tournaments and in the 
national tournaments of most other 
countries, the arbiter is responsible 
for determining if a player has 

made time control, irrespective of 
the scoresheets. (In major interna- 
tional events a judge keeps a 

neutral scoresheet for each board; 

in informal events the director 
supervises reconstruction of the 
lime-scramble and forfeits the 

player who doesn’t make control.) 


The United States Chess Federation 
apparently feels this procedure 


would be too unwieldy in Swiss- 
system tournaments. In USCF 
events, the burden of proof is on the 
claimant. He must produce a 
complete, reasonable, accurate 
scoresheet which substantiates the 
claim. 


Rule I.12.L.4.d states in part (page 
17): "Unless otherwise announced 
by the director at the start of the 

tournament, a complete scoresheet 


is defined as one that has no more 


than three missing or m 


move pairs (consecutive moves, 
white and black or black and 
мһие).” 


The following subsection contin- 
es: "A reasonably accurate 
scoresheet is defined as one that the 
director considers playable. Minor 
ambiguities in scorekeeping or 
errors involving no more than one 
symbol are of no consequence. 


continued p. 9 
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Some of the staff of CCJ: Seated (1 to yi Joel Salman, Andrew Lazarus, Peter Yu, 
Alex Rapoport. Standing: Roger Poehlmann, Seggev Weiss, David Glueck. 








This column will consist of in- 
depth analysis of interesting 
positions (usually complicated 
ones!). Your comments on my 
analysis and submission of new 
positions will be greatly appreci- 
ated. Our first game is a 21 move 
draw. Not very exciting, but what 
could have happened certainly is... 


White: FM David Glueck 
Black: GM Maxim Dlugy 
Sicilian Defense 


]. e4 c5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 g6 

, 0-0 Bg7 5. c3 Nf 
I had expected Qb6, which IM 
Vitaly Zaltsman, Dlugy's openings 
guru, had played against me a few 
months before. 


6. Re] Qb6 7. Ba4 0-0 8. h3 469. 
4 cd 10. cd Nd7 C 


Ignoring the hanging d-pawn. John 
Donaldson showed me this varia- 
tion in 1983. At the board I found 
some holes in the analysis (at least 
the bits I could remember), but 
decided that randomizing was a 
good idea against Dlugy. 

d4 12. Nxd4 Qxd4 


Played quickly, but this was the 
critical moment of the game. 

12. ...Bxd4 was the key move. 
First, let’s finish up to show some 
of White’s ideas. 


13. №5 еб 


13. ...Qxdl1 14.Nxe74 Kh8 
15. Bxdl planning Nxc$ is a little 


FM David Glueck is Cal' s highest- 


rated player and this year’s North- 


ern California Champion. Origt- 
nally from Ohio, David is now a 
third-year graduate student 
studying chemistry. 
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RANDOM CHESS 


better for White. 


14. Ne7+ Kh 
Nxc8 Nc5 


Avoiding loss of a piece. Remem- 
ber this idea! 


17. Nxd6 Nxa4 18, Bh6 Bg7 

19. Bxg7+ Kxg7 20. b3 Nc5 21.e5 
White is better because of his 
strong Nd6 and Black’s weak dark 
squares. The game Adorjan- 
Spassov 1972 shows how not to 
play for Black: 


21. ...b6 22. Re3 a5 23. Rel Ra7 
24.a3 Rd7 25. b4 ab 26. ab Nb7 
27. Ne4 Rb8 28. Nf6 Re7 29. Каз 
Rd8 30. Rxd8 Nxd8 31. Rc8 Nb7 
32. 24 g5 33. f4 gf 34. Rg8+ 1-0 
Instead... 


21. ...Rfd8 1/2-1/2 


shows how not to play for White, 
but this was my first half-point 
against Dlugy in four attempts. 


. Qxd4 Bxd4 


Analysis 
After 12. ...Bxd4 13. Nd5 Bxf2+ 
14. Kf1 Qd4 





We reach a position on which I 


have wasted many hours, including 


about 45 minutes in the game 
around move 9. The most obvious 
approach would be to recreate the 
game with 15. Nxe7-- Kh8 





16. Nxc8 Nc5 17. Nxd6 Nxa4 
18. Bh6 and in fact Minev gives 
this variation as winning for White 
in his comments to Adorjan- 
Spassov in Informant 13. In the 
game I was concerned about 

18. ...Qf6, with the idea 19. e5 
Qh4, when, for example: 20. Re4 
Qxh6 21. Rxa4 Bxb6, or 20. Bxf8 
Bxel 21. Qxel Qxel+ 22. Kxel 
Rxf8 23. b3 Nc5 doesn't look too 
promising for White. Instead, 
20. Qd2 seems dangerous for 
Black. Here are some sample 
variations after 20. ...Bxel Rxel 





a). 21. ...£6? 22. Re4 fe+ 23. Bxf8 
Rxf8+ 24. Kg] Qe7 25. Rxa4 and 
25. ...Rd8 fails to 26. ...Nf7+ 


b). 21. ...Nc5 Now if there is 
nothing better White could play 
22. Bxf8 Rxf8 23. Qc3 Ne6 

24. Nxb7, but 22. Bg5 is attractive, 
i.e. 22. ...QhS? 23.Bf6+ Kg8 

24. Qe3 and g4 wins easily. 
Alternately, 22. ...Qa4 23. Bf6* 
Kg8 24. Qh6 Ne6 25. Ne4 is good. 
Most interesting is 22. ...Qg3 and 
now 23. Bí64- Kg8 24. Qh6 Ne6 
25. Re4, and now g5 A 26. Rg4 
Qd3+ plus Qg6, or 26. Nf5 Qd3* 
plus Rfe8 may defend, although 
26. Rg4 Qd34 27. Kgl Qg6 

28. Bxg5 looks good. Black could 
try 25. ...Qd3+ hoping for 26. Kgl 
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Qd14 plus Qh5, but 26. Kf2 
threatens Rh4. Then Rfb8 could be 
met with 27. Rh4 g5 28. Rg4 Qg6 
29. Bxg5 Qxh6 30. Bxh6 Kh8 

31. Nxf7# 


However, what about 15. ...Kg7? 
After this move I have been unable 
to find anything serious for White; 
either over the board or at home: 


a). 16. Nxc8 Nc5 17. Nxd6 Nxa4 
Now there is no Bh6; 18. Qxd4 
Bxd4 19. Nxb7 Rab8 leaves Black 
slightly better and 18. e5 ABg5-f6+ 
allows 18. ...Qxd1 19. Rxd1 Bg3. 
18. Nxb7 Rab8. In The Chess 
Player, 1972 Adorjan gives only 

I8. ... Nxb2 which loses to 19. Qc2 
Nd3 20. Rd1, as he correctly points 
out. The move 18. ...Qxd1 is a 
different story. 19. Nd6 Rfd8 20. e5 
Nxb2 is no good and Black meets 
I9. Na5 with the clever 19. ... Nxb2 
20. Qxd4 Bxd4 21. Nc6 Nd3! 

22. Nxd4 Nxel 23. Kxel Rfe8. 
Black gets a Rook and a pawn for 
Ше two pieces; his Rooks are more 
active and White’s Bishop and 
Knight have no good outposts, so 
Black is at least OK and maybe 

even a little better. 


b). 16. Bd2 threatening Bc3 and 
hoping for 16. ...Bxe1?! 17. Bh6+. 
Again Black plays the miracle 

move 16, ...Qf6. Now 17. Nd5 Qh4 
4Ne5 leaves Black with the attack 
and a pawn on 18. Re2 Bg3; 

19. Bxd7 Bxd7 20. Bc3 f6 does not 
help. 17. Nxc8 could be met with 

IT. ...Bd4- 18. Qf3 Nc5 or Nc5 
immediately. 17. Bc3 Ne5 18. Nf54- 
Dx5 is no good and 17. Nf54 gf 

I8. Kxf2 fe-- (f417) 19. Kg1 is hard 
believe. White has nice Bishops, 
but Black has two center pawns. 
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In view of these problems White 
could try to improve with 15. Bh6 
stoppping Kg7. Now Black should 
probably play 15. ...Rd8 

(15. ...Re8 16. Racl with threats of 
Nc7, Rxc8, etc.). Black is threaten- 
ing to untangle with ...Nc5 or even 
the greedy ...e6, so 16. Nxe7+ 
Kh8. Now 17. Nxc8 Rxc8 leaves 
Black a pawn up; my best try has 
been 17. Re2 Qxd1+ 18. Rxd1 with 
some tricks such as 18. ...Bc5 

19. e5 Nxe5 20. Rxe5 Bg4 

21. Rxc5 or 19. ... Bg3 20. e5 Bxe5 
(20. ... Nxe5 21. Re3 Bh4 22. 
Rxe5) 21. Nxc8 Nc5 22. Rxe5 but 
18. ...Bh4 19. Nxc8 Raxc8 

20. Rxd6 Nc5 is fine for Black. 


Finally let's try 15. Bg5. The idea 
of this move is seen in lines like: 


a).15. ...Nc5 16. Bxe7 Nxa4 
17. Bf6 


b).15. ...e6 16. Ne7+ Kg7 
17. Nxc8 Nc5 18. Nxd6 Nxa4 
19. Be7 e5!? with ideas like 


by FM David Glueck 


19. ...Nxb2 20. Qf3 Bxel 22. Qf6+ 
Kg8 23. Rxel Nd3 24. Bh6 


c).15. ...f6 16. Bh6 Rd8 (16. ... Rf7 
17. ВЬЗ еб 18. №7) 17. №7 Ос4+ 
18. Kxf2 Qxc7 19. Qb34- Kh8 

20. ОҒ? Rg8 21. Bb3 


d).15. ...Qxdl 16. Rfxd] Bg3 
17. Bxe7 Re8 18. Bxd7 


e).15. ... Nf6 This is the real 
problem. Now 16. Nxe7+ Kg7 

17. e5!? is interesting, but 17. ...de 
18. Qf3 NhS threatening Ng3+ is 
hard to meet, i.e. 19. g4 h6. Perhaps 
best is the simple 19. Qxf2 Qxa4 
20. Qe3, A Re8 21. Bh64- Kh8 

22. Qxe5+ £6 23. Nxg6+, which 
gives chances for White. Also is 
possible the direct 1’. ...Nh5 

18. g4 f6 when Blac« is OK. 


What is really goin;. on after 
12. ...Bxd4? I don'i «now, but I 
think that Black must be OK. I 
would be glad to see a reader 
demonstrate otherw. ;e. 


Rules 


continued from p. 7 


Indecipherable notations count as 
missing moves...” 


Note that determination of 
“reasonably accurate” is by the 
director. Many players whose flag 
is down feel that they can judge the 
opponent's scoresheet, pointing out 
smudges and coffee stains as errors. 


At a recent tournament, I was 
summoned to the board of the next- 
to-last game of the entire tourna- 
ment. We had carelessly left nary a 
single director in the room because 
it was halfway between first and 
second time control. At the board I 
found Black with a beautiful 


position and a fallen flag, livid, and 
complaining that his opponent (who 
was not from the United States) had 
Stopped keeping score. White had 
over thirty minutes left in the 
second control. 


FIDE Article 11.1 obliges a player 
who is not in time trouble to keep 
his scoresheet move after move. 
(Likewise USCF.) You may not 
stop recording the moves in order 
to play speed chess with your 
opponent. The director or judge 
will likely add time to your 
opponent's clock to compensate. 


continued p. 11 
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BELLARMINE WINS SCHOLASTICS AGAIN 


The 19th Annual Santa Clara 
County High School Champion- 
ships (Feb. 4-5). TD: Matthew 

"X Haws: Organizer: Rick Vierhus: 
1st-2nd: Michael Chan (1949) on 
uiebreaks over Karel Baloun 
(1901), at 5-0. Both are from Bel- 
larmine College Preparatory School 
of San Jose. 3rd: David Yu (Unr) 
4.5 from Bellarmine. Top Senior: 
Dana Albrecht on tiebreaks over 
Vladimir Caruz and Winston 
Chiang. Top Junior: Ariel De- 
lavega. Top Sophomore: Chris 
Ferris. Top Freshman: Cuong Lam. 


There were 120 players from 
numerous schools competing for 
the individual honors. The County 
High School Team scores were 
determined by adding up each 
school’s top five individual results. 


First Team went to Former 
National HS Champions Bel- 
larmine Prep [Chan, Baloun, D. 
Yu, Ramil Capito, and Terry 
Gillespie] with 22.5 points. This 
was Bellarmine’s sixth consecutive 
county title. Bellarmine currently 
boasts three players on the top-50 
under-18 rating list: Chan (25th), 
Baloun (29th) and Erik Kline 
(1802, 50th). 


Finishing in second place with 19 
points was Independence, also of 
San Jose. The 76ers included 
Chiang, Caruz, Walter Tu, Paul 
Carino, and Ky Dang. One point 
behind in third place was Live Oak 
High School of Morgan Hill, 
another traditional powerhouse. 
Next year's County Championships 
will be the 20th anniversary and 
festivities are alreaily planned. 


—NM Peter Yu 


Brilliancy Prize 
As the average rating of this event 
was, well, ...unrated, I had no high 
expectation of finding the next 
Judith Polgar. Nevertheless I found 
several games that were decided 
more by good play than by crude 
blunders. 


Befitting the continuing domination 
of Bellarmine Prepatory College 
among Bay Area high schools, the 
brilliancy prize was awarded to R. 
Capito of Bellarmine for this effort: 


1. c4 e5 2. g3 f5 3. Bg2 Nf6 4. Nc3 
Bc5 5, h3? 

The most typical of beginner’s 
moves; Black has opened up 
comfortably and agressively and 
timid White hunches over to soften 
the blows. Better to slug it out in 


the center with a plan like e3, 
Nge2, d4. 


9. ...0-0 6. d3 d6 7. Bg5 Nc6 8. е3 
8 9. Ne2 Qg6 10. Bxf6 Rxf6 


11. Nd 2,83 


Despite too many pawn moves by 
White the position is dynamic 
equality. Now 12...f4 opening up 
lines on uncastled white is in the 
spirit of Black’s opening. For 
example: 12...f4 13. exf4 Bf5 

14. Ne3 Bxe3 15. fxe3 exf4 16. 
exf4 Re7. 


ORGANIZERS 
AND CLUB 
DIRECTORS: 


We will publish your re- 
sults if you submit them 
to CC] promptly. 





12. ...Be6 13. b4 Bb6 14. 0-0 Rb$ 
15. Kh2 


After “castling into it” White is still 
okay, he just has to be careful about 
the ...f4 pawn break by Black. 
Now Black starts drifting his pieces 
over to the Kingside looking for 
targets of opportunity. 


15. ...Ne7 16. Nxb6 axb6 17. Qc2 
Qh5! 18. f4 Rf6! 19. Bf3 Qf7 

20. Rc1 Rh6 21. d4? e4 22. Bg2 
Qh5! 23. d5 Bd7 24. Rfel 

Black has some Kingside pressure, 
but he needs something more to 
break thru. What he finds is 
masterful. 


24. ...Кһ8! 25. Ксаї №8! 26. с5 
Rc8 27. c6 bxc6 28. dxc6 Be6 

29. Qa4? Nf6 30, Nd4 Bc4 31. Rcl 
Ваз 

Black has sustained his opening 
pressure and agressive play by first 
class manoeuvering. 


32. Qa7 Qf7! 33. Nb5?? Bxb5 
34. Qb7 Rd8 35. Redl Qa2! 
36. Qc7 Ng44 37. Kg1 O2 
38. Kh1 Rxh3 39. Bxh3 Oh2f 


I didn't let White's silly blunder of 
a piece spoil the quality of Black's 
achievement. Black played with a 
thoughtful aggression throughout 
and I can only hope that young 
Capito, unrated, will continue on in 
chess to provide us many more 
examples of his natural talent. 


—NM Gabriel Sanchez 





LATE RESULT 


Ist Palo Alto CC Blitz Open 
(Feb. 15) TD Bill Wall: 22 
players in this round-robin event. 
Ist Gregory Kotlyar (19.5- 
1.5), 2nd Adam Lief (18.5-2.5), 
3rd Craig Mar (16-5). 
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Kolty Chess Club Last Chance in 
88 (Dec. 8—Jan. 5) Open Section: 
Ist. Romeo Samo 4.5, 2nd/4th 

Mike Janiro, Lou Lucia, Mark Pifer 
4; Section 2 [1600-1799]: 1st/2nd 
James Lockhart and Pat Mayntz, 
4; Section 3 [under 1600]: 1st/2nd 
Art Gardner and John King, 3.5. 


Kolty Chess Club 1988 Grand Prix 
Final Standings: 1st Lee Corbin, 
2nd F. Mayntz; Class A 1st D. 





Rules 
continued from p. 9 


In this case, before investigating 
whether White had indeed “blitzed” 
his opponent down— which I later 
verified from an impartial wit- 
ness—I decided to examine the 
White's scoresheet for playability. 
For some reason, the more bitter 
the dispute at the board, the worse 
the penmanship of the players 
involved. 

[began playing over the game with 
a magnetic pocket set which I bring 
lo tournaments for flag disputes, 
threefold repetition claims, etc. 
White’s scoresheet was fine in the 
beginning, except for a few places 
where Black ranks were nines- 
complements of the correct number 
(e.g. ...Re3 for ... Re6). This is a 
feature of scoresheets of players 
who learned descriptive notation 
first. I place very small checkmarks 
next to these harmless errors. 


Near the end of the first control, I 
encountered a move where both 
rank and file of the destination 
Square were impossible. Black 
crowed loudly: “Put a mark next to 
that [extreme obscenity deleted by 
CCJ censor], a great big mark.” 
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BAY AREA SPLINTERS 
DECEMBER 8—FEBRUARY 12 


Betanco, 2nd G. Padilla; Class B 
Ist J. Lockhart, 2nd Don Rossi; 
Class C 1st P. Mayntz, 2nd Herz; 
Class D 1st H. Kline, 2nd Perry. 


JCC Contra Costa Quad (Feb. 5) 
TD: Pascal Baudry: 1st place fin- 
ishers included: Quad A: Arthur 
Bladen (2306) and Pascal Baudry 
(2154) 2-1; Quad B: Fredric 
Dutter (2136) and Tom Stevens 
(2055) 2-1. 66 players showed up 
for this very successful tournament, 
which hosted a high-rated top quad. 
March Sth is the next scheduled 
Walnut Creek event. 


GM Eduard Gufeld 
* Simul at Palo Alto CC 
(Feb. 12) 


Reported by Bill Wall: Soviet 
Grandmaster Eduard Gufeld (ELO 
2510) paid a visit to the Palo Alto 
CC to give a lecture and perform a 
simultaneous exhibition. 


Mr. Gufeld was the guest analyst of 
the recently concluded Karpov- 







Hjartarson match in Seattle. 


GM Gufeld is the chess trainer 

emeritus of the Soviet Union. He 

helped coach World Woman 

Champion Maya Chiburdanidze 

and the USSR Women's Team. He | 
is the author of 32 chess books, | 
President of the Soviet Chess Press, 

and Chairman of a new FIDE 

commission on chess art. 


Over 80 people showed up to his 
chess lecture. Gufeld talked about 
chess being an art, a sport, and 
science. He discussed chess 
strategy and annotated one of his 
brilliant games for the audience. 


There were 24 opponents signed up 
to play Gufeld at $20 a board. 
Winners would have their money 
returned. When it was over 4 hours 
later, Gufeld had won 22 games, 
drawn one, and lost one. His only 
loss was to an unrated player, 
Thome: J »«ch, The draw went to 
Bill Wall (2046). 





Luckily there weren't any children 
in the room. 


Just as I should have expected, 
about five moves before the posi- 
tion on the board White's score- 
sheet fell apart: pieces "moved" to 
the square they were already on, 
pieces moved to impossible 
squares, a piece made a legal move 
but it did not agree with the actual 
position. What had happened was 
obvious: not only did White stop 
writing down the moves, but he 
couldn't reconstruct the game in his 
head after the scramble was over. 


I ordered the game to continue. 
White did know enough about the 


rules to recognize his right of 
appeal (thereby bringing the over- 
litigiousness of society at large into 
the chess club—sigh!), but the 
appeal was dismissed. 


The moral for White: learn the 
customs of the non-FIDE tourna- 
ments. [When in California do like 
the Californicators.] The moral for 
the TDs: Have a director in the 
room, even when time control 
seems far off. The moral for Black? 
Well, later in the game, in a com- 
pletely won position, he fell into a 
stalemate trap. He was probably 
distracted, worrying that after the 
game we would make him wash his 
mouth out with soap. 
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IMPRESSIONS OF THE SEATTLE QUARTER-FINALS 


I attended the recently concluded 
Quarter-finals chess match in 
Seattle between former World 
Champion Anatoly Karpov and 
Johann Hjartarson. A reception was 
held for the two players on January 
29, 1989 at the Lakeside School in 
Seattle. Attending were FIDE 
President Florencio Campomones, 
Karpov, his wife and the Russian 
delegation, Hjartarson and his 
Icelandic delegation, Yasser 
Seirawan, Elliot Winslow, John and 
Elena Donaldson, L.S. representa- 
tive to FIDE Don Schultz, match 
arbiter Carol Jarecki, and the 
organizers of the Goodwill games, 
Bob Walch and Gene Fisher. 


I spoke to Karpov briefly during the 
reception. He was fluent in English 
but the rest of his delegation was 
not. He enjoyed his stay and even 
showed interest in playing in 
Seattle for the World Champion- 
ship with Kasparov if he made it 
through the other matches. 


An Open Blitz tournament was held 
January 28th. I directed the Open 
Section along with Bob Karch, 
President of the Washington State 
Chess Federation. This event was 
won by Yasser Seirawan. The next 
day an Open Action Tournament 
was held. This also was won by 
Seirawan. 

During my week long stay in 
Seattle I was able to interview 
Seirawan, Eduard Gufeld, Campo- 
manes, Schultz, Gene Fisher, Carol 
Jarecki, and the Donaldsons. I 


Bill Wall is Secretary of the Chess 
Journalists of America, and is an 
organizer of the Palo Alto Chess 
Club. 





California Chess Journal 


by Bill Wall 


visited the “secret” residence of the 
Soviet delegation where Karpov, 
Gufeld, and others were staying. 


In the playing hall it was very quiet. 
I found Campomanes asleep in the 
back row. I found Karpov's wife 
studying French. 


Inside the analysis room was a 
different world. During the match, 
the analysis room was the most 
popular place to be. Grandmaster 
Gufeld was the guest annotator. He 
was joined by Seirawan, the 
Donaldsons, and occasional com- 
ments by Elliot Winslow who was 
hooked up to the Linc network with 
his own computer. About 100 
spectators joined the commentators 
as they analyzed the game in 
progress. It was all noise, analysis, 
and comments. 


Gufeld spoke English but kept 
apologizing for it. Seirawan tried to 
guess the possible variations and 
looked at all the forced ones first. 
The Donaldsons analyzed back and 
forth. Elena was the higher rated 
and usually right. Winslow kept on 
typing away at his computer. The 
press room had a host of computers 
for the Linc and for Iceland. There 
was a half-hour radio show for the 
Icelandic grandmasters to bring 
Iceland up to date on the situation 
(8 hours difference in time). 


Each player had an identical Buick 
Skylark to get around. The Soviet 
team wanted a driver with it. They 
got it after one of the Soviet delega- 
tion tried to drive. Karpov gave 
autographs to anyone who wanted 
one. Hjartarson wanted to wait until 
the match was over to give any 
autographs or allow an interview. 







Karpov allowed anyone to take 
pictures with him during the 
reception and after the conclusion 
of a game. Both had resting areas 
behind the playing stage and took 
advantage of it occasionally. I went 
back there and the area consisted of 
a sofa and lots of fruit and snacks 
and beverages for each player. 


I thought there was going to be 
some tension between Elena 
Donaldson and some of the Soviet 
team since her elopement with John 
Donaldson during the Chess 
Olympiad in Greece. I mentioned it 
to Karpov and he said it was only a 
personal matter and love. Gufeld 
only regretted that she left the 
Soviet team without playing her 
remaining games. She had the best 
record with 8.5 out of 9. After she 
left, the Soviet Women's team 
ended up in second place. I talked 
to John and Elena about this. They 
told me it was a secret, private 
marriage and it was Elena's intent 
to stay for the remaining games. 
But when the marriage was leaked 
out, there was a fear that the 
Soviets would not allow it. They 
made a decision to leave for 
Frankfurt and Seattle soon after. 
Gufeld was eyeing the women in 
Seattle. He told me he wanted equal 
treatment and wanted to find a 
strong American woman chess- 
player to take back to the Soviet 
Union. 


The organizers did a great job 
getting the match to Seattle. There 
is a very good chance that if Kar- 
pov wins his other matches, he will 
select Seattle for his preferred 
location for the 1990 World Chess 
Championship. 


C 
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REYKJAVIK WORLD CUP 


annotations by Dan Hansson 


As promised last issue, here are 
some more games from the Reyk- 
javik World Cup Tournament 


. featuring the rest of the strong GM- 


' feldthat we couldn't include last 


| issue. Notes are by Icelandic 


Master Dan Hansson (2280 FIDE); 
tournament bulletin provided 

through GM Walter Browne. For 

| he full Reykjavik story, see CCJ 

[ January 1989. 


White: G. Kasparov 
Black: Z. Ribli 
| Queen's Indian Defence 


| 4462. с4 еб b6 4. Nc3 

' Bb7 5. a3 One of the world 
champion's favorite variations, 
popularized by Tigran Petrosian. 

' 5 d5 6, cd Nx e7 
.e Nxc -0 10. Bd 

| 110.008 


| Kasparov announces his intentions 
of an attack against the Black King. 


12,65! 

Aninteresting alternative is 

!2....Kh8, while the “obvious” 

I2. ...Bxf3 looks very bad after 
| I gfcd 14. Bh74- Kh8 15. Be4 
N66 16. cd Nxd4 17. 043. 


48 14. Ка 


d7 


58:3 0с6 
Preventing White from regrouping 
_ his Knight, Nd2-e4 and Qg4 with 
song threats against Black’s King 


| 6 Bb5 Qc7 17, Nd 8. a4 
Ц 

Asomewhat surprising decision, 
most spectators having expected 

_ Kasparov to play sharply for a win. 
Те suggested move was 18. ef, 

, butthat looks better for Black after 
\s....Nxf6. Kasparov's move 


| 


keeps the tension on the board but 
he still settles for a draw, Ribli's 
last move preventing him from 
carrying out his favorite theme. 
White: M. Petursson 


Black: J. Hjartarson 
Queen's Indian Defence 


1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 4. g3 
Ba6 5. b3 Bb7 6. Bg2 Bb4+ 7. Bd2 
c5 8. 0-0 0-0 9. Bc1 d5 10. Ne5 
Nc6 11. Bb2 cd 12. Nxc6 Bxc6 

13. Ох44 Вс5 14. ОМ Кс8 15. М42 
cd 16. Nxc4 Bxg2 17. Kxg2 Qe7 


Black has the easier game to play. 


18. Rad1 Rfd8 19, Qf4?! bS! 


20 Ne5 Nd5 f3 f6! 22. Nd3 
Bb6 
White is being pushed back in the 


center and seeks simplifications 
before Black is able to increase the 
pressure. 


23. Rc1 Rxcl 24. Rxel e5 25. Oe4 


Qd7 26. Rdl Better looks 26. Nel 
follwed by Nf3, 26. Nc5 being 
answered with 26. ...Qc6 threaten- 
ing Nf4+. 


Ме? 27. Всі Of5 


Exchanging the most actively 


posted White piece, getting the 
better game. 

8. Ox f5 d 
30. Bxd4 Rxd4 
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The Black Bishop 15 now superior 
to the White Knight, lacking a 
strong point to establish himself on. 


c5 Kf7 32. e3 RdS 33. Na6 e4 


34. 64 Ке7 35. №7 Ке5 36. Ма8 


Bd8 37. Nc7 h5 38 h4 g5 39. hg fg 
40. Na6 Bb6 


Black has improvec. his position 
even more, the Wh. e Knight being 
out of play on a6. 


41. Rc8 Rd5 42. Rg3 Rd2 43. Rxg5 
Bxe3 44.Rxh5 Bxf. 45. Ке5+ Каб 
46. Rxe4 Rxa2 47. Kf3 Bb6 


48. c7 49, Re8 Rf24 50. 
Rf7 
The material has been heavily 


reduced, but White's Knight is still 
imprisoned, and is threatened to be 
lost. 


b d7 
+54 + 6 
56. Re7 Rxb4 57. Ne5+ Bc7 


58. Kf5 a5 59. Nf7 Rf4+ 60. Kg5 
Rd4 0-1 


White: B. Spassky 
Black: P. Nikolic 
Ruy Lopez 


1. ей е5 2, МІЗ Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 

4. Ba4 Nf6 5. Nc3 

Avoiding long and boring theoreti- 
cal continuations Spassky surprises 
his young opponent with a move 
from the last century. 


5. ...05 6, ВЫЗ Ве7 7, 43 0-0 


. М хе7+ 7 10 
Ng6 11. h4 


Spassky obviously plays for a win, 
wanting revenge after his third 
round loss to Ehlvest. 





continued p. 21 
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TOURNAMENT TOUGH: 
If you're like me and you don't the King's Indian Attack. 


have the time to play more than a 
few tournaments a year, it can be 
difficult trying to stay "tournament 
tough." In order to counter the 
"rustiness" that can result from not 
playing many games, I have tried to 
avoid openings with sharp tactical 
lines that require a lot of studying. 
Instead, I concentrate on learning 
openings that allow me to get to the 
middlegame with a relatively equal 
position. I study these openings 
quite thoroughly and concentrate on 
learning the strengths and weak- 
nesses for both White and Black. I 
also focus on the plans that are 
normally used by each side. By 
doing this, I generally avoid losing 
a game in the opening and I am 
prepared to play a well-planned 
middlegame. | 


One opening that has helped me 
greatly is the King's Indian Attack 
(KIA). It allows me to get most of 
my pieces developed and to get 
castled so that I am ready for the 
middlegame. In the KIA, White 
develops the Knight to f3, fianchet- 
toes the Bishop with g3 and Bg2, 
castles, and occupies the center 
with pawns at d3 and e4. 


White: Matthew Ng 
Black: David Fu 
King's Indian Attack 
]. e4 e6 2. 43 45 
Black has played the French De- 
fense, but the opening transposes to 


NM Matt Ng is a first-year student 


at Boalt Law School, UCB. Matt 
played second board for Cal at the 
1987 Pan-American Intercolle- 
giates, when he was still a Berkeley 
undergrad. 


.М42 с54 C 
6. Bg2 Be7 7. 0-0 0-0 
This is a basic position in the 
King's Indian Attack. White 
generally attacks on the Kingside 
while Black expands on the 
Queenside. 
8. Rel b5 9. e5 Nd7 10. Nf1 a5 

4 b4 12. Bf4 

White overprotects his most 
advanced point e5 and continues to 
bring his pieces to the Kingside to 
support the attack. 


12. ...Ba6 
Black elects to develop his 





Queenside. Another plan for Black 
is to continue advancing his pawns 
on the Queenside to force weak- 
nesses in White's Queenside (e. g, 
12. ...a4 followed by 13. ...a3 if 
possible). 


13, N1h2 Rc8 14, Ng5 


White is now embarking on a plan 
that is very risky and involves 
sacrificing a piece. I rarely get a 
tournament game that goes this far 
into analysis that I had previously 
studied, and this is the move that] 
remember analyzing the most. 
White’s plan is quite direct in 
trying to threaten mate (14. Ng5 
followed by 15. Qh5). 


HELP 


I NEED HELP 
DECIPHERING CHESSBASE 


If you own a 1040 ST and have made your 


CHESSBASE work satisfactorily please 
help! 


JOE FLIEGEL 
415/724-6033 


Paid Advertisment 





ІВ 
will 
defe 
lot c 





at | 








]4. A615. QNS Nag 
к 


Masti, 


Ay f 112 
Ж діл ві 
i a 2 К 


no "ада 
; B 


I Black EU to win the Knight 
with 15. ...hg and then tries to 
defend the Kingside, he gets into a 
lot of trouble (e. g. 16. hg! Re8 

I7. Ng4 Nf8 18. be4 de 19. Kg2 
N26 20. Rh1 threatens Qh7+ and 
Qh8+ leading to mate, or if 

7. ...Bf8 18. g6! leads to a good 
position for White, and 17. ...g6 
18. Qh4 Bf8 19. Nf6-- Nxf6 20. gf 
also wins for White). 


16. Ng4 


Black had many possible moves 
here. 16. ... Nf5 would have led to 
many complications after 17. Be4 
(17. ...g6 doesn’t trap the Queen 
because of 18. Nxh6+) 17. ...de 

18. de Nd4 19. Nxh6+ gh 20. Qxh6 
Bxg5 21. Bxg5 f6 and White’s best 
appears to be a perpetual check 

with Qg6+ and Qh6+. 16. ... Nxc2? 
appears to be even better for White; 
17. Nxh6+ gh 18. Qxh6 Bxg5 

19. Bxg5 £6 20. ef leads to a better 


endgame for White if 20. ...Rxf6 
and if 20. ... Nxf6 21. Rxe6 wins 
for White. 

17. hg Nf5? 


The main alternative appears to be 
L7. ...g6 (16. ... Re8 is too slow) 

ud after 18. Qh4 М/5 19. Мһ6-- 
Nxh6 20. Qxh6 Re8 followed by 
1l....Bf8 22. ...Bg? and 23. ...Nf8 
Blick is much better. White can try 
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by NM Matt Ne 


18. Nh6+ Kg7 but after the Queen 
moves, Black can probably even 
get away with Nxc2. 


18. Bxd5! 


now White wins e. g. 18. ...g6 

19. Nh6+ Nxh6 20. Qxh6 Re8 

21. Bxe6! and if 20. ...ed then 

21. Kg2 followed by Rh1 wins and 
18. ...Nh6 is countered simply by 
19. Be4. The game continued: 


8. ...ed 19. Kg2 Ob6 20. e6 fe 


1. g6 Nh6 22. Nxh6+ gh 23. Oxh6 
24. gf+ h7+ Ke8 


15 


26. Og6+ Kd8 27, Rxe6 Ob7 
28. Rxa6 d4- 29, f3 1-0 


Knowing the ideas behind your 
opening moves is important. I 
played an opening that my 
opponent probably had not seen 
that often, so even though he 
played many of the “book moves”, 
when he got to the end of what he 
had memorized, I probably had a 
better grasp of the middlegame than 
he did. 





Candidates 
continued from p. 4 


31....К447 32. (4 Rc7 33. Rd2 Вс3 
34. Rd6 Kh7 35. g5 hg 36. hg Bb4 


37. Rdd8 


7 Ж 


White mates faster after 37. g6+. 


Kg6 38. КІЗ Rf7 39. Rh8 e5 
40. Bg4 ef 41. Rd5 fe 42. Kg3 1-0 


Ап impressive win by Yusupov: 
note especially his use of the K-side 
pawn majority. [Glueck] 


White: Kevin Spraggett 
Black: Artur Yusupov 
Game 4 
King's Indian Attack 


1. Nf3 d5 2. g3 c6 3. Bg2 Nd7 
4. 0-0 Ngf6 5. d3 eS 6. eA de 7. de 
Nxe4 8. Nxe5 NxeS5 9. Qxd84 


Kxd8 10. Bxe4 Bd6 11. Nc3 Kc7 
12. Bg2 Bf5 13. Ne4 Bxe4 
14. Bxe4 Rhe$8 15. Rd1 h6 16. h3 
Bc5 17. Kf1l Re7 1/2-1/2 


White: Artur Yusupov 
Black: Kevin Spraggett 
Game 5 
Queen's Indian Defense 


1.44 МІ6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 4. g3 
Ba6 5. b3 Bb4- 6. Bd2 Be7 7. Nc3 
0-0 8. Bg2 с6 9. е4 45 10. Qe2 
Nbd7 11. e5 Ne8 12. 0-0 Nc7 

13. a4 Re8 14. Rfel Nf8 15. h4 
Qd7 16. Red1 Red8 17. Be3 Rab8 
18. Rdcl Rbc8 19. Kh2 Qe8 

20. Nel Qd7 21. Nc2 dc 22. bc Nd5 
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23. Bd2 Nxc3 24. Bxc3 c5 25. Bb2 
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Candidates 
continued from p. 15 


cd 26. Nxd4 Bb7 27. Bxb7 Qxb7 
28. a5 a6 29. ab Qxb6 30. c5 Вхс5 
31. Rxa6 Qb7 32. Ra4 Bxd4 


1/2-1/2. 


White: Kevin Spraggett 
Black: Artur Yusupov 
Game 6 
English Opening 


1. Nf3 Nf6 2. g3 b6 3. c4 c5 4. Bg2 
Bb7 5. 0-0 e6 6. Nc3 Be7 7. b3 d5 
8. e3 0-0 9. Bb2 Nbd7 10. Qe2 Ne4 
11. Rfd1 Bf6 12. cd cd 13. d4 Qe7 
14. Кас1 Qe6 15. dc bc 16. Nxe4 
deA 17. Nel Rac8 18. Ba3 Rc7 

19. Qc4 Rfc8 20. Qxe6 fe 21. ВП 
Nb6 
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22. Rd2 c4 23. bc Nxc4 24. Rxc4 
Rxc4 25. Bxc4 Rxc4 26. Rd7 Ra4 
27. Вс5 Bd5 28. Rxa7 Rxa7 

29. Bxa7 Bxa2 30. f3 Bc331. Kf2 
Вхе1+ 32. Kxel ef3 33. Kf2 Bd5 
34.h4 1/2-1/2. 


White: Artur Yusupov 
Black: Kevin Spraggett 
Game 7 
Queen's Indian Defense 


1. dd Nf6 2. cA e6 3. Nf3 b6 4. g3 
Ba6 5. Nbd2 Bb7 6. Bg2 Be7 7. 0-0 
0-0 8. Qc2 Na6 9. a3 c5 10. b3 d5 
11. Bb2 dc 12. Qxc4 Qc8 13. Qd3 
Rd8 14. Rfcl Qb8 15. Qc2 h6 
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16. dc Nxc5 17. BeS Bd6 18. Bxf6 
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19. b4 Nd7 20. Nd4 Ne5 21. e3 Rc8 

22. Qb3 Bxg2 23. Kxg2 Qb7+ 


24. e4 Bf8 25. Qe3 Rd8 26. N2f3 
Nxf3 27. Nxf3 1/2-1/2 


White: Kevin Spraggett 
Black: Artur Yusupov 
Game 8 
English Opening 


1. c4 e6 2. Nf3 d5 3. b3 Be7 4. Bb2 
Bf6 5. Nc3 c5 6. cd ed 7. d4 cd 

8. Nxd4 Ne7 9. g3 0-0 10. Bg2 
Nbc6 11. Nxc6 bxc6 12. 0-0 Bg4 
13. О42 Re814. Rel Rc8 15. h3 
Be6 16. Rad1 Qc7 17. e4 de 

18. Nxe4 Bxb2 19. Qxb2 Bd5 

20. Rc1 h6 21. Kh2 Rcd8 22. Rc2 
Qb8 23. Rce2 Nf5 24. Qc3 Re6 

25. Nc5 





ET 


25. ...Rxe2 26. Rxe2 Bxg2 
27. Kxg2 Nd4 28. Re4 Qd6 29. Qc4 
Qd5 30. Qxd5 Rxd5 31. Re8+ Kh7 





32. Na4 Kg6 33. Ка8 Ка7 34, №; 
Rd5 35. Na4 Rd7 36. Nb2 f6 

37. Nc4 Kf7 38. h4 Ke6 39. f3 h5 
40. Rh8 g6 41. Kf2 Nf5 42, Reg. 
Kf7 43. Ra8 Ke6 44. Rh8 Rd3 

45. Ке8+ КЇ7 46. Ке? Кс3 41. 
Nxh4 48. Nd6* Kg7 49. Re7e Ks | 


50. Re8+ Kg7 51. Re7+ 1/2-1) | 


White: Kevin Spraggett | 
Black: Artur Yusupov | 
Game 9 
English Opening 


1. c4 e6 2. Nf3 d5 3. b3 Nf64. 93. | 
b6 5. Bg2 Bb7 6. 0-0 Nbd7 7. Bh? 
Ве? 8. е3 0-0 9.43 4с 10. Бо Моб | 
11. dd Nce4 12. a4 c5 13. Na3 Rc? 
14. Qb3 cd 15. exd4 Qc7 16. Кас! 
Rfd8 17. Rc2 Qb8 18. Ме5 Оа8 
19. ҒЗ №6 20. р4 №7 21. № a6 
22. h3 Rc7 23. Bc1 Bf6 24. Be3h6 
25. Nb1 b5 26. ab ab 27. c5 Ned 
28. Ra2 
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8. ...Qxa2 29. Qxa2 Nxe3 30. Кс! 
Bxd4 31. Kh1 Nxc5 32. Nxc5 Rx 
33. Rxc5 Bxc5 34. Nc3 Rd3 
35. Nxb5 Nxg2 36. Qc2 Nel 
37. Qxc5 Nxf3 38. Kg2 Rd2« 

39. Kg3 Ng5 40. Nd6 Rxd6 

41. Qc7 Rd3+ 42. Kf2 Nxh3+ 

43. Ke2 Be4 44. Qb8+ Kh7 

45. Qb4 f5 46. gf ef 47. Qe7 Nf4« 
48. Kf2 Rd2+ 49. Kel Re2+ 

50. Ка1 Bc2+ and 0-1 as Spraggett 
fell on time. 
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Candidates 
continued from p. 16 


GM Johann Hjartarson 
(Iceland) 
GM Anatoly Karpov (USSR) 
Seattle, USA 


Not since Korchnoi-Mecking 
(Adanta 1974)has a Candidates 
Match been held in the United 
States. Karpov's presence no doubt 
is responsible for some of the big- 
ger name guests. Among the com- 
mentators were host GM Yasser 
Seirawan, GM Joel Benjamin, GM 
Eduard Gufeld (USSR), IM John 
Donaldson and the Bay Area’s IM 
Elliot Winslow; political luminaries 
present included FIDE President 
Campomanes and US FIDE 
Representative Don Schultz. 


Though Hjartarson's recent results 
have been impressive and he has 
cimbed well into the top twenty, 
there is a big gap between the top 
two and the next eighteen. Karpov 
is still Karpov and it seems incon- 
ceivable that he can lose a match to 
anyone whose name does not begin 
with “K”. 

Hjartarson drew Game one as 

White in fifteen moves, but then 
Karpov won Games two and three 
in nice style. Game two saw 

Karpov get pressure on the c-file 
and then sac an Exchange for three 
pawns, while in Game three Karpov 
came through from the Black side 
of the Ruy Lopez. 


With the White pieces in Game 

four, Karpov was perhaps a bit too 
anxious to draw and Hjartarson 
gained a slight edge as Black, 
whereupon Karpov settled down to 
he business of drawing the game. 
Hjartarson’s last chance in Game 
live came to nothing when Karpov 
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yielded his Queen for Rook, Bishop 
and pawn (27. ...Re5) and the 
game was drawn at move 32, 
giving Karpov the match. 


White: Johann Hjartarson 
Black: Anatoly Karpov 
Game 1 
‘Ruy Lopez 

1. e4 eS 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 

4. Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. Bc6 dc 

7. d3 Qd6 8. Nbd2 Be6 9. b3 Nd7 
10. Bb2 c5 11. Nc4 Bc4 12. dc Qdl 
13. Rfd1 f6 14. Nd2 Rd8 15. Nf1 
1/2-1/2 


White: Anatoly Karpov 
Black: Johann Hjartarson 
Game 2 
English Opening 
1. c4 e5 2. g3 Nf6 3. Bg2 d5 4. cd 
Nxd5 5. Nc3 Nb6 6. Nf3 Nc6 7. 0-0 
Be7 8. a3 Be6 9. b4 0-0 10. Rb1 f6 
11. 43 047 12. Ме4 М45 13. Ос2 

b6 14. Bb2 Rac8 15. Rbc1 Nd4 
16. Bxd4 ed 17. Qc6 Qxc6 

18. Rxc6 Bd7 19. Nxd4 Bxc6 

20. Nxc6 Rce8 21. Rc1 f5 22. Nd2 
Nf6 23. Nxa7 Bd6 24. e3 c5 

25. Nc4 Bb8 26. Nc6 b5 27. N4a5 
cb 28. ab Nd7 29. d4 g5 30. Nxb8 
Rxb8 31. Rc7 Nf6 32. Nc6 Rb6 
33. Ne7 
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33. ...Kh8 34. Nxf5 Каб 35. Rc1 
Ra2 36. h3 Rb2 37. e4 Rxb4 38. g4 
h5 39. e5 hg 40. ef gh 41. Bxh3 
Rxf6 42. Rc8+ Kh7 43. Rc7+ Kg6 
44. Rg7+ Kh5 45. f3 1-0 


17 
White: Johann Hjartarson 
Black: Anatoly Karpov 
Game 3 
Ruy Lopez 

l. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 
4. Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. Rel b5 
7. Bb3 d6 8. c3 0-0 9. h3 Re8 
10. d4 Bb7 11. Nbd2 Bf8 12. a3 h6 
13. Bc2 Nb8 14. b4 Nbd7 15. Bb2 
a5 16. Bd3 c6 17. Nb3 ab 18. cb ed 
19. Nfxd4 c5 20. bc dc 21. Nxb5 
Nxe4 22. Qc2 Ndf6 23. Nc3 Ng5 
24. Bb5 Rxel14 25. Rxel Qc7 
26. Bf1 Qc6 27. Re3 Bd6 28. h4 
М№еб 29. №1 №4 30. Кхеб 












ж. 4 4 „ YU ; 
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30. ...Bh2 31. Kh1 Qxe6 32. £3 
Qel 0-1 


White: Anatoly Karpov 
Black: Johann Hjartarson 
Game 4 
Queen’s Gambit Accepted 


1. Nf3 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nc3 d5 4. d4 
dc 5. e3 a6 6. a4 c5 7. Bxc4 Nc6 

8. 0-0 Be7 9. dc Qxd1 10. Rxd1 
Bxc5 11. Bd2 b6 12. Racl Bb7 

13. Na2 0-0 14 Bel a5 15 Nc3 
Rfd8 16. Kf1 Kf8 17. Bb5 Rxdl 
18. Rxd1 Ke7 19 h3 h6 20 Nd2 
Rd8 21. Есі МЫ 22. МЬЗ Ваб 

23. Nd4 Rc8 24. Nce2 Rxcl 

25. Nxcl Nfd5 26. Bc4 Be5 

27. Ncb3 Nc6 28. Bd2 Nxd4 

29. Nxd4 Bxd4 30. ed Kd7 31. Ke2 
Bc6o 32. Bb3 Ne7 33. f3 Nf5 

34. Bc3 g5 35. Bc2 Ne7 36. Bd2 
Nd5 37. h4 f6 38. g3 Ne7 39. b4 
МІ5 1/2-1/2 








Candidates 
continued from p. 17 


White: Johann Hjartarson 
Black: Anatoly Karpov 
Game 5 
Ruy Lopez 

1. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. ВЬ5 аб 

4. Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. Rel b5 

7. Bb3 d6 8. c3 0-0 9. h3 Re8 

10. 44 Bb711. a4 h6 12. Bc2 Bf8 
13. Nbd2 ed 14. cd Nb4 15. ВЬ1 Ба 
16. Rxa4 a5 17. Ra3 Ra6 18. Nh2 
g6 19. Ng4 Nxg4 20. Qxg4 c5 

21. dc dc 22. e5 Qd4 23. Qg3 Rae6 
24. Rae3 c4 25. Bf5 Nd3 26. Bxd3 
cd 27. Rxd3 
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27. ...Rxe5 28. Rxd4 Rxel+ 
29. Kh2 Rxc1 30. Nf3 Rc5 31. Rd7 
Bxf3 32. Qxf3 Rf5 33. 1/2-1/2 
GM Lajos Portisch (Hungary) 
GM Jan Timman 
(The Netherlands) 
Antwerp, Belgium 





Both Portisch and Timman are 
veteran players who have not had 
much success in the Candidates 
Cycle. Portisch has been a Candi- 
date eight times now. Timman has 
perrenially been in the top five in 
the world, yet had never before 
made it past the opening round, 
much to the disappointment of his 
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Dutch supporters. 


Predictions before the match were 
generally a tossup. Timman was a 
little higher rated and about fifteen 
years younger, but he hasn't had 
much success in match play. As for 
Portisch, he is still one of the 
hardest working GMs around, 
regularly studying for eight hours a 
day. 

After draws in the first two Games, 
Portisch won Game three as White 
with the English in thirty-five 
moves. Timman got nowhere in 
Game four as White. At this point 
things looked excellent for Portisch 
and the Dutch were no doubt 
preparing to be let down once 
again. 

Then the unexpected happened— 
Portisch lost Game five with White 
in an interesting Modern Defense. 
Portisch sacrificed the Exchange at 
move twenty, obtaining active 
piece play and strong central 
pawns. After having the edge all 
game, Portisch erred with 35 Qf3?, 
allowing Timman to gain the 
initiative. Timman then broke 
through and the match was even. 


Portisch continued to unravel in 
Game six, when as Black in the 
Sicilian he gave up a pawn to reach 
a drawish ending where Timman's 
extra pawn was doubled. Portisch 
didn't manage to draw as Timman 
ground him out in sixty-four 
moves, advancing to the Semi- 
Finals for the first time. 


Timman was doubtlessly very 
happy, while Portisch later said, 
“This is my eighth candidate 
tournament and enough is enough.” 





White: Lajos Portisch 
Black: Jan Timman 
Game 1 
QGD—Slav Defense 


1. Nf3 d5 2. d4 Nf6 3. c4 c6 4. Nc} 
e6 5. e3 Nbd7 6. Be2 dc 7. a4 Bdg 
8. Nd2 0-0 9. Nxc4 Bc7 10. b3 М 
11. Bb2 b6 12. 0-0 Bb7 13. BB 
Rb8 14. Qd2 Ор5 15. Rfd1 Ríd8 
16. Qe2 Nxc3 17. Bxc3 
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17. ...e5 18. de Nxe5 19. Bxe5 
Вхе5 20. h4 Qe7 21. Nxe5 Qxe5 
22. Кха8+ Кха8 23. Ка1 Кха1+ 
24. Qxd1 Qc7 25. b4 h6 26. Qc2 c5 
27. Bxb7 Qxb7 28. bc Осб 29. 043 
bc 30. Qd8+ Kh7 31. Qd3+ Kg8 
32. Qd8+ Kh7 33. Qd3+ рб 

34. QcA Kg7 35. Kf1 Qb6 36. Qc3+ 
Kg8 37. a5 Qb54- 38. Kel c4 39. 23 
Qd5 40. Qb4 Kg7 41. a6 Qd3 

42. ОЬ5 Ос3-- 43. К41 h5 44. Ke2 
Qc24- 45. Kf1 c3 46. Qe5-- Kh7 
47. Qd5 Qb1- 48. Kg2 Qf5 

49. QcA Qe6 50. Qxc3 Qxa6 

51. Qb3 Kg7 52. Qb2+ Qf6 

53. Qa3 Qb6 54. Qc3+ Kh7 

55. Qc4 Qb7+ 56. e4 a5 57. Kgl 
Qa7 58. Qa4 Qb6 59. Qa2 Kg8 
60. Qa4 Kf8 [adj] 61. Qal Qb5 
62. Qh8+ Ke7 63. Qc8 Qb1+ 

64. Kh2 Qb6 65. Qc2 Qa7 66. Qb2 
Ke6 67. Qb3+ Ke5 68. Qd5-- Kf6 
69. Qd6+ Kg7 70. Kg1 a4 71. Qa3 
f6 72. Kg2 Kf7 73. Оа2+ КЇЎ [...] 
1/2-1/2 in 104. 
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Candidates 
continued from p. 18 


White: Jan Timman 
Black: Lajos Portisch 
Game 2 
Caro-Kann Defense 


1. e4 c6 2. d4 45 3. Nd2 de 4. NxeA 
Bf 5. Ng3 Bg6 6. h4 h6 7. Nf3 
Nd7 8. hS Bh7 9. Bd3 Bxd3 

10. Qxd3 e6 11. Bf4 Qa54 12. Bd2 
Qc? 13. 0-0-O Ngf6 14. Ne4 0-0-O 
]5. g3 Nxe4 16. Qxe4 Be7 17. Kb1 
Rhe8 18. Qe2 Bf8 19. Bc1 Bd6 

20, Кһе1 Qa5 21. Nd2 Nf6 22. g4 
Вс7 23. МЫЗ 045 24. ІЗ Bg3 

25. Rg] Qd6 26. Nd2 Qc7 27. Nc4 
Nd5 28. Ne5 Bxe5 29. de 





29. ...Qb6 30. Bd2 Rd7 31. c4 Qa6 
32. Rgel Nb6 33. b3 Red8 34. Bb4 
Кх41-- 35. Rxd1 Rxd1+ 36. Qxdl 
Nd7 37. Bd6 Qa5 38. Qe2 b5 

39. cxb5 Qxb5 40. Qe3 Kb7 

41. Qf4 Qd3+ 42. Kb2 Qe2+ 

43. Ka3 Qa6+ 44. Kb2 Qe2+ 
45.Ka3 Qa6+ 1/2-1/2 


White: Lajos Portisch 
Black: Jan Timman 
Game 3 
English Opening 


l.c4 e5 2. Nc3 Nf6 3. g3 45 

4.cxd5 Nxd5 5. Bg2 Nb6 6. Nf3 
Nc6 7. 0-0 Be7 8. a3 0-0 9. b4 Be6 
10. Rb1 f6 11. Ne4 Ba2 12. Rb2 
Bd5 13. Nc5 Rb8. 14. e4 Bf7 15. d3 
Nd7 16. Nb3 a5 17. b5 Na? 18. a4 
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Ваз 19. КЫ Вхсі1. 20. Кхсі сб 
21. bc bc 22. Nfd2 Rb4 23. Bh3 
Nb6 24. Nc5 Qe7 25. Qc2 Nc4 

26. Ndb3 Na3 27. Qc3 


ПІР. Ma 


7 ; 7, , WY % % 





21. ...Rfb8 28. Nd2 Rb2 29. Qxa3 
Rxd2 30. Rb1 Qd6 31. Qc3 Ra2 
32. Qxa5 Nb5 33. Qb4 Rc2 34. Na6 
c5 35. Qa5 1-0 
White: Jan Timman 
Black: Lajos Portisch 
Game 4 
Ruy Lopez 

1. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. BbS a6 
4. Ва4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. Rel b5 
7. Bb3 d6 8. c3 0-0 9. h3 Bb7 
10. d4 Re8 11. Ng5 Rf8 12. NB 
Re8 13. Nbd2 Bf8 14. a3 h6 
15. Bc2 Nb8 16. b4 Nbd7 17. Bb2 
56 18. Rb1 Rb8 19. Rc1 Ba8 
20. Bb1 Rc8 21. c4 ed 22. cb ab 
23. Nxd4 c6 24. Nf1 Ne5 25. Ne3 


-m E Ww нат 


ж % A 
і 1 А і Ж 
Р 7 7 






25. ...Nh5 26. Rf1 Qg5 27. Ne2 
№4 28. Nxf4 Qxf4 29. g3 Qf 
30. Ng4 Qxd1 31. Nf6+ Kh8 
32. Rfxd1 Red8 33. Ва? Ве? 
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34. Bxe5 de 35. Nd7 Rc7 36. Nc5 
Rd4 37. Nb3 Rxd14 38. Rxd1 Bf6 
39. Nc5 Kg7 40. Be6 Be7 41. Rd7 
Rxd7 42. Bxd7 Kf8 43. Nd3 Bd6 
44. f4 f6 45. f5 g5 46. h4 Ke7 

47. Be6 Bb7 48. Kf2 Kd8 49. Kf3 
ke7 50. Ke3 Kd8 51. Ke2 Ke7 

52. Kf3 Kf8 53. Kg4 Kg7 54. Bd7 
Be7 55. Kf3 Kf8 56. Ke3 Bd8 

57. Nc5 Bb6 58. Kd3 Bxc5 59. bc5 
Ke7 60. Be6 Kd8 61. Ke3 Ke7 
62.Kd2 1/2-1/2. 


White: Lajos Portisch 
Black: Jan Timman 
Game 5 
Modern Defense 


1. Nf3 g6 2. e4 Bg7 3. d4 d6 4. c4 


Bg4 5. Be2 Nc6 6. Be3 e5 7. d5 
X E d d4 


The rest of the game will center on 
this pawn, for which White just 
gave up his powerful QB. 


10. Na3 Ne7 ]]. 0-0 c6 12. Rb1 0-0 
13. Nc2 c5 14. bá Nc8 

Very sharp. On the normal ...b6 it 
is hard to see where this Knight 
will go, while the White Knight 
will be well placed on d3. 


15. 043 

15. bc dc 16. Rxb7 is met by 
...INd6c4 or ...Nb6 trapping the 
Rook. 


15....Qc7 16, Be2 Re8 17, bc dc 
18.4 65 


Otherwise e5 is very strong. 
19. Rxb5 


Оп 19. cb not 19....Nd6 20. eS and 
if 20....c4 21. Qxd4; 19....c41? 

20. Охс4 Охс4 21. Вхс4 Ехе4 
when Black has good counterplay 
but he is down a pawn; still 
something like 22. Rbel Rxel 

23. Rxel Nd6 24. Bd3 Rac8 looks 
fine for Black. Also, 19. e5 bc 

20. Qxc4 Nb6 is unimpressive for 
White. 
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Candidates 
continued from p. 19 
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White stifles the Bg7, gets a passed 
d-pawn and activates his bad 
Bishop, but Black has connected 
passed pawns. 


21, ...Oa5 22, d6 

22. Qc4!? 

22. ...Оха2 23, Oc4 Ob2 

Keeping his only active piece. 
4 Rab8 c6 Red8 

26. Qxc5 

Unleashing the d-pawn. 26. Rd1!? 
5 2503 4 d d 


How would Black meet 28. Rd1 
threatening 29. Nd3 Qb2 30. Qc3? 
28. ...f6 29. еб f5 30. Kh1 doesn't 
seem to work. Perhaps 28....Qb3 
29. Rxd2 Qb1+ 30. Kf2 Qf5. 


8 b : a4 a6 
31. b6 Rdc8 32. b7 Rxc6 
If 32. ...Qxc6 33. bc-Q-- Qxc8 
(33. ...Rxc8 34. Qxc6 Rxc6 35. d7) 
34. Qxc84- Rxc8 35. Ne4; if 
32. ... Rxb7 33. d7! Rxd7 34. Bxa4 
Rxc5 35. Bxd7. 


33. 027 Rxb7 
35. Of3? 
White wins with 35. Qd5! [Metz], 


followed by pushing the d-pawn. 
Now, although d1 is securely 


xb7 Rc 





California Chess Journal 
covered, White loses the initiative. 


Bf8 38. Qf2 x 39. Kg1 Rxfl* 
40. Kxf1 f6 

Finally freeing his Bishop. 

4]. ef 


41. Qg2!? is insufficient but 
attempts to complicate. 


41. ...Bxd6 42, Qe3 Kf7 43. Ke2 
Вс5 44, Ос3 

44. Qxd2 Qe4+ and since 45. Ne3 
leads to a lost pawn ending, 43. Kfl 
Qh1- and the h- and g-pawns go 
with check. 


44. ...0e4+ 45. Kfl Oh1+ 46. Ke2 
Oxh2+ 47, Kf3 Oh1- 0-1 

Easily the most exciting game of 
this cycle. [Glueck] 


White: Jan Timman 
Black: Lajos Portisch 
Game 6 
Sicilian Defense 


1.е4с5 2. МІЗ е63. 44 сха4 

4. Nxd4 Nc6 5. Nc3 Qc7 6. g3 d6 
7. Bg2 Nxd4 8. Qxd4 Nf6 9. Bg5 
Be7 10. 0-0-0 Bd7 11. f4 Bc6 

12. Bxf6 Bxf6 13. Qxd6 Qxd6 
14. Rxd6 Bxc3 15. bxc3 Ke7 

16. Е44 Еһс8 17. Еһ41 Кс7 

18. Bf1 Rac8 19. c4 h6 20. e5 Bf3 
21. R1d2 Rc5 22. R2d3 Bc6 

23. Ra3 a6 24. Kd2 f6 25. Re3 fxe5 
26. Rxe5 Rxe5 27. fxe5 Bhl 





28. Rd3 Rf8 29. Kel Be4 30. Re3 





Bh1 31. Be2 Bg2 32. a3 g5 33. Kao 
Rf2 34. Kel Rf8 35. Bg4 Rfi+ 
36. Kd2 Bc6 37. Kc3 Be 38. Bf 
b6 39. Bb7 a5 40. Re2 Ral 41. Kb) 
Ка1 42. Bf3 Bg6 43. Rf2 Rel 

44. Be2 h5 45. Kc3 Rc1 46. Bf| 
ВІ5 47. c5 bxc5 48. Bb5 g4 

49. Rd2 Kf7 50. Kb3 Kg6 51. c4 
Be4 52. Ka4 Kf5 53. Kxa5 Kxe5 
54. Kb6 Bf3 55. a4 Ke4 56. a5 Ke3 
57. Ка2 К41 58. Кс7 Ва8 59, a6 e5 
60. Bc6 Bxc6 61. Kxc6 Rd8 62. 47 
Ra8 63. Kxc5 Kd3 64. Ra34 1-0 





. All-Computer 
Team to Play 


An all-computer team will be 
entered in the US Amateur Teams 
East to be held at the Somerset 
Hilton February 18-20. The team 
now consists of: 


2550 Deep Thought 

2400 Hitech 

2325 Fidelity 

1386 B11 

The last board is so weak because 
the average must be under 2200. 


Boards 1 and 3 are probably 
slightly over rated, while B11 is 
under rated. This will be a very 
strong team and it will have 
chances of winning. 





Ald lisi is the € psit thal 
our diagram program can produce 
so far! (See next issue...) 
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Reykjavik 
continued from p. 13 


At the cost of a pawn, White now 
gets what looks like a very 
dangerous attack. 


12, ..Nxg2+ 13. Kfl Nf4 14. Bxf4 
Someone suggested 14. h6 but after 


14, ...g6 the White pawn could 
only hinder White’s attack 14. sur 
15. 042 Вр4 16. Qxf4 Bxh5 


This looks very dangerous, opening 
another line against his King. 

People were expecting a brilliant 
allacking game. 

17. Nh4 Kh8 

Moving the King out of the dangers 
of Bb3. 

18. Rel Qd7 19. Re3 Og4 

Not seeing the point with this 

move, spectators were analyzing 
winning variations for White like 

19. ...d5 20. e5 Ng8 21. Rg3 f6 

22. e6 Qxe6 23. Qf3 Bf7 24. Bxd5. 
Nikolic has a surprising counter. 


20. Qh2 g5 








This surprising move seems to tum 

the game in Black’s favor. If White 
plays his Knight to f5 it secures the 

square f4 for the Black Queen when 
White's attack vanishes. 
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21. Ng2 Rae8 22. f3 Od7 23. f4 
Qg4 24. fg Qxg5 25. Of4 Res 
26. Oxg5 Rxg5 27. Nf4 Bg6 


The picture has changed, Black has 
a pawn more but there are still a lot 
of difficulties to overcome 


28. Ke2 Nh5 29. Rh4 Nxf4+ 

30. Rxf4 Kg7 31. Bd5 Rg2+ 

32. Rf2 Rxf24 33. Kxf2 b4 34. Rg3 
Re5 25. a3 a5 36. ab ab 37. c3 bc 
38. bc Rh5 39. Ke3 f$ 40. exf5 
Rxf5 41. Bb7 Kf6 42. d4 h5 


The material has been reduced even 
more to increase White's drawing 
chances. But now Black plays his 
trump. 


43. Bf3 h4 44. Rg1 Bh5 45. Be4 
Rg5 46. Rfl+ Ke6 


Spassky puts up a stubborn defense. 


Now Black can’t play 47. ...Rg3+ 
48. Kd2 h3 49. Bf5+ Kd5 50. Rh4 
and wins the pawn, and 47. ...h3 
48. d5+ Ke7 49. Rh4 looks like a 
draw. 


47. Rf4 d5 48. Bh1 Bg4 


48. ...Rg3+ 49. Kd2 h3 50. Bxd5+ 
Kxd5 51. Rf54 Kc4 52. Rc5-- Kb3 
53. Rxh5 draws. 


49. cA dc 50. 45-- Ке5 51. Ке4- 


Kd6 52. Rxc4 Rg7 53. Кс6-- Ке5 
54. Rh6 h3 55. Be4 Bd7 56. RhS5+ 


Kf6 57. Kf4 Rg4+ 58. Kf3 Rel 


59. Kf4 Rg4+ 60. Kf3 Rg5 
61, Rh6+ 1/2-1/2 


White: J. Nunn 


Black: A. Yusopov 
Petroff’s Defence 


1. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nf6 3. Nxe5 46 
4. Nf3 Nxe4 5. d4 d5 6. Bd3 Nc6 


7. 0-0 Be7 8. c4 Nb4 9. Be2 0-0 
10. Ne5 
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The usual continuation is 10. Nc3. 
Black counters energetically. 


10. ...c5 11. Be3 Bf5 12. a3 Nc6 
13. Nxc6 be 14. cd cd 15. dc Bxc5 
16. Bxc5 Nxc5 White has suc- 
ceeded in isolating the Black d- 
pawn, but he is behind in develop- 
ment, which gives Black a slight 
initiative. 

17. Ма2 44 18. Есі Ес8 19. МЫЗ 
Nxb3 20. Rxc8 Qxc8 21. Qxb3 Bc 
22. Qf3 Qb8 23. b4 Rc8 


Preventing White from playing 
24. Bd3. The position is now equal. 


24. Ba6 Rc3 25. Qd5 Rxa3 

25. ...d3 doesn't look good after 
26. Rel with the threat of 27. Bc4 
Qf8 28. Qx£7-- Qxf7 29. Re8 $t. 


26. Bc4 Bg6 27. Qxd4 Qb6 1/2-1/2 
White: A. Belyavsky 
Black: J. Ehlvest 
Queen's Gambit Accepted 


d 2. cá d e4 


This sharp move has been rather 
popular lately, even Karpov has 
adopted it in his games. 


3. ...c5 4. d5 e6 


In Belfort Ehlvest played 4. ... 
5.Nc3 b5 against the same 
opponent and won, but later lost to 
Karpov with 5. ...e6 6. Nf3 ed 

7. e5. Now the argument continues 
in Reykjavik. 


Nf6 
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Reykjavik 
continued from p. 21 


5. Nc3 ed 6, Nxd5 Ne7 7, Bxc4 
Nxd5 8. Bxd5 Be7 9. Nf3 0-0 
10. 0-0 Na6 11. Bf4 Nc7 12. Rel 


Nxd5 13. ed Bd6 14. Bxd6 Qxd6 
15. Ne5 


The question is whether or not 
White can advance his passed 
pawn. 


15. ...b5 To prevent 16. Nc4 but 
White has another strong move at 
his disposal. 


16. a4 Bb7 17. ab Oxd5 18. Oxd5 
Bxd5 19. Nd7 Rfc8 20. b6 
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20....ab?? 


This blunders a piece, a rare 
occasion at this level, but white 
seems to get the upper hand in ail 
variations. The threat is simply 
21. Rxa7 winning a pawn, and 
20....Bc6 is answered with 

21. Ne5, now preventing 21 ... ab 
on account of 22. Nxc6. 


21. Nxb6 1-0. 
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This ad could be for your club! 
See page 2 for rates. 
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Wednesday 
Night Chess 


Feb-Mar-Apr 


Weekly 
tournament games 
7-10 p.m. 

Tan Oak Room, 4th floor, 


MLKing Student Union, 
UC Berkeley campus 


Open to all USCF members and UC Berkeley 
students, faculty, and staff. Free admission 
for non-rated games and speed chess. USCF 
rated games $1.50 each [Titled masters /UCB 
faculty free; USCF membership required]. 


Time controls 30/30, 30/SD. 
First place gets $10 gift certificate from 
Games of Berkeley or a trophy. 


Bring your own set, board, and clock. 





Registration 7:00-7:15, Games start 7:25 sharp. 













, 
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Club Directory 


Area Code 415 unless specified 


Berkeley CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 

Berkeley YMCA 2nd fl. 

Allston and Milvia 

A. Glasscoe 652-5324 
CAL-Berkeley CC 

Wednesdays 7-10 PM 

Tan Oak Room 

Student Union, 4th fl. 

UCB Campus 

Peter Yu 848-7809 
Burlingame CC 

Thursdays 7:30 PM 

Burlingame Rec. Ctr. 

990 Burlingame Ave. 

H. Edelstein 349-5554 
Chabot CC 

Thursays 5-10 PM 

Chabot Comm. College 

Hayward, Rm. 2347 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 

Fridays 7-11 PM 

Comm. Hospital 

Conference Center 

B. Riner 916-872-0373 
Empire CC 

Fridays 7 PM 

454 S. 9th St., San Jose 

D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 
Fairfield-Suisun CC 

Mondays 7-9:30 PM 

1000 Kentucky St. 

E. Deneau 707-428-5460 
Fresno CC 

Mondays 7-11 PM 

Round Table Pizza 

Cedar & Dakota Aves. 

D. Quarve 209-225-8022 
Hayward CC 

Mondays 7-9 PM 

Hayward Main Library 

Mission & C St. 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Kolty CC 

Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 

Campbell Comm. Ctr. 

Activity Hall 

Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell 

P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 


LERA CC 

Tuesday 8 PM 

Lockheed Rec. Center 

Sunnyvale 

K. Stone 408-742-3126 
Livermore CC 

Fridays TBA 

C. Pigg 447-5067 
Mechanics Inst. CC 

M-F: 11 AM- 11 PM 

Sat 10 AM- 12 AM 

Sun: 12 PM- 10 PM 

57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 

M. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Ctr. 

Tues - Fri: 4:30 - 10 PM 

Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 

T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 

Thursdays 3:30 PM - ? 

Yountville Veterans Home 

Lee Lounge 

B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 

Tuesdays 6:30 - 11 PM 

Mitchell Park Comm. Ctr. 

S. Farmer 329-2487 
Reno (NV) CC 

Mondays and Fridays 

D. Goddard 702-673-1278 
Richmond CC 

Fridays 5 - 9 PM 

Richmond Public Library 

26th & Macdonald 

T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 

Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM 

Mondays 6:30 - 11 PM 

Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg. 

8517 Lyman Way 

W. Randle 707-795-2220 
Sacramento CC 

Wednesdays 7-11 PM 

Senior Citizens Ctr. 

915 27th St. 

S. Gordon 916-929-2952 


San Jose CC 

Fridays 7 PM - 12 AM 

Blind Center 

101 N. Bascom Ave. 

Barry Wayne Curto 
San Jose Senior CC 

Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM 

Kirk Senior Program 

1601 Foxworthy Ave. 

C. Felker 408-723-1808 
Santa Clara City CC 

2nd Saturday of each month 

2:15 - 6:15 PM 

Machado Park Bldg. 

3360 Cabrillo Ave. 

F. Sierra 408-241-1447 
Santa Cruz CC 

Thursdays 6 - 11 PM 

Monterey Savings 

530 Front St. 

K. Norris 408-426-8269 
Vallejo CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 

Senior Citizens Ctr. 

333 Amador St. 

G. Rassmussen 707-642-7270 
Gr. Vallejo Chess Assn. 

Saturdays 5:30 PM - 12 AM 

N. Vallejo Rec. Ctr. 

1121 Whitney Ave. 

E. Valles 707-557-0707 
Visalia CC 

Fridays (call first) 

Comm. Rm. 

Valley Fed. Savings 

A. Fifield 209-734-2784 
Walnut Creek CC 

Thursdays 2 - 5:30 PM 

2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 

P. Baudry 256-7520 
Yuba Sutter CC 

Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 Am 

Buttes Christian Manor 

223 F St, Marysville 

T. Giertych, 916-742-7071 


If you have any informa- 
tion for this page, contact 
the CCJ 








California Chess Journai 
c/o Peter Yu 


2724 Channing Way #103 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
March 1989 

All Wednesdays UCS 30-36 
4-5 Sunnyvale/LERA (ss) 
5 Walnut Creek (quads) 
11 San Jose (action) 
11-12 Vallejo (ss) 

12 San Jose (quads) 


18-19 . Livermore (ss) 
18-19 San Rafael: No. Cal. 


Scholastic Ch. 
25 SF/ Lowell HS (Sect’al) 
26 San Jose (quads) 
April 1989 
All Wednesdays UCB 30-30 
1 Vallejo (action) 
8 San Jose (Action) 
8-9 Yountville (ss) 
9 San Jose (Quads) 


22-23 San Jose State 
29-30 Chico Open 
30 Walnut Creek (Quads) 
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FIRST CLASS MAIL 


pe 


PY 
KS 
PB 
DU 
EV 
DU 
CE 
RO 


PD 
DU 


PY 
EV 
DU 
RH 
DU 
ES 

ME 
PB 


Organizers 

PB - Dr. Pascal Baudry 
PD - Peter Dahl 

ME = Matthew Ek 

RH = Robert Hicks 
RO = Raymond Orwig 
CP = Charles Pigg 
DQ = Dave Quarve 
KS = Ken Stone 

DU = Don Urquhart 
EV :- Ernest Valles 
PY z Peter Yu 


415-256-7520 
415-566-4069 
916-894-5105 
707-344-4878 
415-237-7956 
415-447-5067 
209-225-8022 
408-742-3126 
408-294-5724 
707-557-0707 
415-848-7809 


Tournament Clearinghouse 


Alan Glasscoe 


415-652-5324 


Box 11613, Oakiand CA 94611 


Subscrivers: 


See label cor expiration date. 
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NEW THIS MONTH 


in California! 


CCJ. 






Computerized (and more frequent) diagrams. 
A new column from Joel Salman on the somewhat bizarre. 
Coming Next Month 


Complete results from the New York Open, from our correspon- 
dent on the scene. Weeks ahead of any other magazine available 



















And a complete report on the N. CA Scholastic Championships, 
whose advance entries are running at a record pace. 


Get the best in prompt reporting, analysis, and games, only from 


HAPPY BIRTHDAY 











nounced his retirement. 





The CCJ is published monthly. 


Advertising 1/4 page $15 
(camera-ready) 1/2 page $25 
Full page $50 
Send advertising and subscription orders 
(payable to CCJ) to: 
CCJ 
c/o Peter Yu 
272A Channing Way, #103 
Berkeley, CA 94704 


NM Peter Yu 
Andrew Lazarus 
Joel Salman 


Editor in Chief 
Managing Editor 
Assistant Editor 


March 9 marked the 40-somethingth birthday of a famous Cali- 
fornia chess personality and would-be recluse. Yes, Alan S. 
Glasscoe, long-time director at the Berkeley YMCA club, an- 


We also wish a happy birthday to Alan's exact contemporary, for- 
mer World Champion Robert J. Fischer. Bobby has been much 
more successful than Alan as both player and recluse. For him 
we wish the esteem and respect that Alan has attained. 


Columnists 


Staff 
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| The People’s Republic of Berkeley held its sixteenth 

| national championships over the Washington's Birthday 
) Weekend. UC Berkeley alumnus and GM Nick 

| deFirmian took home $500, U. S. currency, for clear first 
| with an undefeated 5-1 score. 


_ The six-round event, which had 213 entrants in five 
| sections, featured a very strong field at the top, perhaps 
| because the competing U. S. Amateur Team doesn’t 

, offer cash. 


Areal spectator favorite was America’s newest Grand- 

’ master: WGM Elena Donaldson Akmylovskaia. 

| Ms. Donaldson Akmylovskaia led the tournament with 

| four wins out of the starting gate, but finished in a tie for 
second at 4'/2 with her husband IM John Donaldson, 

, Berkeley IM Marc Leski, Northern California Champion 
(ind CCJ columnist) David Glueck, and National Master 

3 John Bidwell. 


Inthe fourth round, deFirmian drew with Leski while 
Elena Donaldson defeated IM Igor Ivanov, an occasional 
) resident of Truckee, who finished out of the money. 
Round five saw deFirmian with White against Elena 
Donaldson. With a number of players deserting their 
own games to watch this struggle on a demonstration 
board, the world’s only Grandmaster from the notorious 
; Barington co-op crashed through on the Kingside to 
register the full point. 
inthe last round, John Donaldson and deFirmian agreed 
avery rapid draw; Leski and Elena Donaldson lasted 
only a minute longer. Meanwhile Glueck defeated IM 
Шо! Winslow in a wild game. The masters’ plan to split 
ПӘЛІ + second place nearly went awry as Bidwell (4 points) 
man | stuggled through the night against Ivanov (the highest- 
nied 3'h). A win for Bidwell, unlikely as it seemed, 
vould have given him 5 points and left 4' worth a prize 
| equal to the entry fee plus a slice of pizza. Ivanov had a 
| ponising position, holding Rook, Knight, and outside 
std pawn against Bidwell's Queen, but a weekend of 
listening to the bongo drummers took its toll: Ivanov 
topped the Knight. Bidwell, with no chance for a 
Wakihrough, offered a draw thereafter. 
dress. | fries were distributed fairly evenly through the classes. 
cessal- | lile Experts, Don Urquhart showed an amazing ability 
ifornia improve his position during his own time pressure. 
lof his Opponents were so confused they miscounted 
continued p. 4 
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M 5 
4.5 





4.5 


4.5 


Place Prize Name 


1 
2/6 


SE 


1/2 


01400 50 Philip Anima 
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NICK deFIRMIAN IS PEOPLE'S CHAMP 






500 Nick deFirmian 

120 John Donaldson 
Elena Akmylovskaia 
Marc Leski 
John Bidwell 
David Glueck 


290 Donald Urquhart 
55 Alan Bishop 
Borel Menas 
Robert C. Armes 
Stefan Gower 


290 Kris Judkins 
44 Alan Tse 
Marc A. Weeks 
Hal Medrano 
Alexander Mariano 
Daniel K. Sunnarborg 


280 Bryan Clair 
140 John Chemoft 
14 Robert H. Smith 
Charles Dupree 
Richard McCullough 
Steven Esh 
Carolyn Withgitt 


112.50 Gilbert Amparo 
José Ignacio Guerrero 





























13.33 More Carl Johnson 
Walter Tu 
Joel Yang 
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the moves, but when all the 
scoresheets were verified, Don 
Urquhart had clinched first with 
five wins and a first-round draw. 
(Joe Urquhart—no apparent 
relation—was playing on second 
board in the last round, but a loss 
left him out of the prize list.) 


Top rated Kris Judkins won the A 
section with 5 points, including a 
miniature in the Games section of 
this article. 


B section winner Bryan Clair, a 
UCB student, started off the tourna- 
ment with a lively win over 
Maynard Needham (appearing 
elsewhere in this issue). 


The Reserve section was five 
rounds in two days; finishing on top 
were Gilbert Amparo and José 
Ignacio Guerrero. A number of 
players joined USCF, helped by a 
reduced Unrated entry fee. 


Since there is some overlap 
between the CCJ staff and the 
People's directing crew—Andrew 
Lazarus (Chief), Alan Glasscoe, 
and Peter Yu—we don’t mind 
mentioning that after the event the 
"White-Out" company announced 
record profits. The rounds did begin 
promptly and the wallcharts don't 
seem so messy in photocopy. The 
big increase in entries from last 
year reflected a lot of work by 
Chief Organizer Yu, including an 
extensive mailing. 

Negotiations with FIDE to declare 
the People's Berkeley's own Zonal 
are stalled over demands to rename 
the Bell Tower the Campo-nile. 


Our report continues with games, 
both annotated and unadorned. 
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White: GM Nick deFirmian 
Black: NM Filip Frenkel 
Caro Kann 


This game shows the hazards of 
neglecting development and 
moving the Queen too many times 
in the opening, and the correct way 
to exploit this with rapid develop- 
ment, central control and open 
lines. Notice that more than one 
quarter of Black's moves are with 
his Queen, including six of eight at 
one point! 

1.e4 c6 2. 84 95 3, №3 де 4, №ҳе4 
Nf6 5, Nxf6 gf 6. c3 Bf 7, МІЗ 
07 8 {3 0477 

This is the beginning of a long 
manuever which just wastes time. 
Black should just develop, say with 
8. ...e6 to meet 9. Bf4 with ...Bd6. 


9. Be3 Bh3 10. Bxh3 Oxh3 11. Ob3 
6 

Black should probably play 11. 
..-Qd7 12. 0-0-0 e6, in order to 
avoid weaknesses, develop his 
Bishop and Knight, and get his 
King to safety. 


12. 0-0-0 Of5 13. Nh4 Od»? 


Giving yet another tempo. 





Open lines! 





To play ...Bh6, but this would 
leave his King too exposed, as 
White’s next move shows. It is too 





late to castle as 17. ...0-0-0 18. Bf4 
(intending 19. Кс1--) Ме5 19. Кһе1 
Bg7 20. Nf5. Black is already in 
trouble. 


18. Rhel Rg8 19. Nf5 
Threatening 20. Nd6+ Kd8 
21. Nb7+. 


19, ...Kd8 20. Nd4 Oa6 21. Ne6+! 
fe 

21. ...Ke8 loses to 22. Nc7+ while 
21. ...Kc8 meets 22. Qc3+ NcS 
23. Bxc5 be 24. Qxc5+ Kd7 

25. Nxf8+ Rxf8 26. Rxe7+ Kd8 
27. Qc7# or 23. ...fe 24 Bxb6+ and 
mates. 


22. de Rb8 23. Rxd7+ Ke8 
24. Redi Rg4 


24. ...Оа5 25. Оаз 5 26. ОҺ7. 
25. Qd5 1-0 (David Moulton) 


White: Elena 
Donaldson Akmylovskaia 
Black: Igor Ivanov 
Modern Defense 


1. d4 g6 2. c4 Bg7 3. NÍ3 c5 4. d» 
q6 5. e4 Dg4 


...putting a lot of pressure on d4, 
the main idea in the “Rat” defense. 





Preventing the thematic ERE 
which will give Black counterplay 
along with Q-side expansion. This 
is a common idea for White, first 
snuff Black's flank counterplay and 
then slowly win in the center or by 


о. 
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| aK-side offensive. 





і White wants to keep her K-side 

. options open with a potential #4 or 

| №; while at the same time 
preventing Black from carrying out 
,.Ng4-e5, a common maneuver in 

| this defense. 

Bum: 

| Black uses his a-Rook because he is 

| planning to open both the e and f 
files. Since none of the other files 

| will be very promising, it is okay to 

| temporarily constrict the f-Rook. 


| Nid Nes 
Stopping White from continuing 
. lemaneuver Nf4-d3. 


| D Bd2 6 16, b3 g5 
Kicking way the Knight to prepare 
X05 opening the e-file and 

| exploiting the e-pawn pin. 


> 





Oherwise White will play 
18. Nxf6+ Bxf6 19. Qh5 A f4! 





Black's K-side must now dissolve 
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in order to avoid losing (e.g. 

24. ...Rxe4 25. Rxe4 Rxe4 26. fg 
hg 27. Bxg5 Qxa5 27. Qh6+ Kg8 
28. Bf6 mates in one). 


24. ...g 25. Nxf4 Nx[4 26. Rxf4 
Rg6 27, Ref] Bf6 


Not a very effective move but 
Black probably has no better 
defense. 





Black sees that White is making 
progress, but Black is playing 
sitting duck, so he makes a futile 
attempt to go out fighting. 


33. КЇ$+ Oxf8 34, Oxf8+ Res 


34. ...Kh7 loses to 35. Rf7+ Bg7 
36. Rxg7+ Rxg7 37. Qxf5+. But 
Black is lost anyway, as we shall 
soon see from Elena Donaldson’s 
impeccable technique. 


22. Of3 Bg7 26. Oq3 Bd4 37. g5 hg 
38. hg Re7 


Preventing 39. Rf7 and 40. Qh3+. 
38. ...Rg5?? loses immediately 
because of 39. Qh3+ again. 


22. Rf2 Rh7+ 40. Kg2 Rh5 


Reaching time controls. 


41. 0;3 Ве5 


If 41. ... Rg6 then Qf4. But White 
finds a cute finish. 


42. Rxe5! de 43, Oxe5+ Kh7 
44, Of5+ Kh8 45, Of6+ Rg7 46. g6 


Rhh7 
Any other move loses material 
immediately; now find forced mate. 


47, e5 1-0 (Yu) 
White: KeithVickers (2249) 
Black: WGM Elena 
Donaldson Akmylovskaia 
QGD/Catalan 


Black sacs the Exchange to 
eliminate the powerful Bg2. White 
gives up a pawn to enter the 
endgame but he is strangely 
defenseless against Black’s 
sustained initiative. 

1. d4 Nf6 2. g3 d5 3. Nf3 c5 4. Bg2 
Nc6 5. O-O e6 6. c4 dc 

6. ...Be7 7. cd ed 8. Nc3 О-О 
would allow a transposition into a 
Tarrasch Defense that has been 
scoring well for White. 


7. Qa4 cd 8. Nxd4 Qxd4 9. Bxc64- 
be 10. Oxc6+ Od7 11. Оха8 Вс5 
12. Nc О-О 13. ОЗ ВЬ7 14. 4 


Bb4 15. Od] 

15. Rel looks better, since 

15. ...Qc6 (15. ...Nxe4?! 16. Rxe4 
f5—16. ...Bxc3 17. bc fS 

18. Rd4—17. Rd4 wins, and 

15. ...Bxc3 16. bc Qd3 17. Qxd3 cd 
gives Black a passer which cannot 
advance, and she is still down an 
Exchange. ) 16. Bd2 Bxc3 

(16. ... Nxe4 17. Qxe4 wins) 

17. Bxc3 Nxe4 18. Rfd1 (intending 
Rd4) 18. ...Nxc3 19. Qxc6 Bxc6 
20. bc and Black must fight for the 
draw. 


15... Bxc3 16. Qxd7 Nad7 17. bx 


Bxe4 

Shouldn't White win this? White's 
Rooks have nowhere to go: Black 
can play either ...Bd3 or ... Nd5 to 
Close the d-file, ard the Bishop 
prevents Rb]. Wh:te’s Bishop is 
slightly bad, and being opposite in 


сопійти 4 у. 14 
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CHESS LAB: SACRIFICIAL SHOCK 


The sacrifice of a piece for two 
pawns, or the sacrifice of a Rook 
for Knight, or the offer of a pawn 
can lead to the chessic malady 
known as “Sacrificial shock.” The 


partially correct sacrifice forces the 


defender into a huddle, and casual 
maneuvering takes a back seat to 
walking the tightrope to survive. 


Often the best defense wins, but all 


other moves lead to a deathtrap, 


which consumes time, enabling the 


attacker to further plan his 
offensive while you're thinking. 


White: Robert Byrne (2600) 
Black: Boris Spassky (2650) 
1974 Candidates Match 
Ruy Lopez 





Experienced players are often 
puzzled by this apparent loss of 
time. This maneuver, invented by 


not block the Queen Bishop's 


ment on c7 or b6. 


10. 44 МҺ47 11. 7 
Re8 13. Nf1 Bí8 14. Ng3 g6! 


Knight. 





Breyer, repositions the Knight to a 
more flexible square where it does 


diagonal. The c-pawn can advance, 
which frees the Queen for develop- 


Cutting down the scope of White's 


by FM Craig Mar 


15, 537! 
New here. Normal is 15. a4! 


15. ...В$7 16. ad 


Both players are out of their 
opening book and now Spassky 
flashes the brilliant play which 
made him World Champion. 





And the quiet Ruy Lopez erupts 
into a barroom brawl. 

17. de Nxe4 18. BxeA de 19. Bg5 
Optimistic as ever but White is in 
for a rude shock. 

19. ...ef!! 


Spassky unleashes the bomb, a 
Queen sac which is 95% correct, 


but will work with the clock ticking 


and the opponent under sacrificial 
shock. 





Imagine trying to come up with a 

defense here—not easy! The f3 

square will be invaded by the 

Knight via e5, so Spassky's post- 

mortem suggestion of 21. Nf1 Nxe5 

22. Qc2 fg 23. Nh2 deserves 

consideration. The other idea, 

21. Ос2 Мхе5 22. Кхе5 Ехе5 

completely justifies Spassky's 

previous play. 

21. ab Nxe5 22. ba?! 

22. Qc2 is better; after Byrne gives 

back the Queen it is all over. 
.Қха 

Nxf3* 25. Kf1 Bxc3 

The complications have ended and 

Spassky's initiative remains in a 

middlegame without Queens. 





Spassky avoids the opening up of 
the game which would strip his 
minor pieces of cover. 


continued p. 18 


you 





ер 





BACK TO SQUARE [974 


Last time we saw how proper 

opening play by White landed him 

in a good position. 

Position after 1, c4 Nf6 2, Nc3 e6 
c6 4 








Now we will see how White will 
convert his slight advantage and 
exploit Black's inferior position 
with the proper middlegame 
technique. First, Black's reply... 
8. ...b5 


Black should just castle into safety, 
but ambitiously kicks White’s 
Bishop to fianchetto his own. 


23% 

The best square for the Bishop 
because the a2-g8 diagonal is 
already closed by the pawn on e6. 
Do you see that the pawn on d4 is 
not “free”? 

9... ВЬ7 

Black develops his QB on the 
longest white diagonal. 

Щ Всі 


Stage Two development is putting 
jour Rooks on open files. Soon 


White will be ready to attack Black. 


0... h6?! 
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by Peter Yu 











Black should castle before his 
position becomes more dangerous. 
After 10. ...0-O0 White can play for 
mate by 11. eS Nd5 12. Bxe7 either 
Nxe7? 13. Bxh7+! Kxh7 14. Ng5+ 
Kg8 15. Qh5 etc... Now see if you 
can find a way to win Black's 
Queen. Was there another way to 
defend as Black after castling? Set 
the position up after 12. Bxe7 and 
see if you can find a better defense 
against "the Greek Bishop 
Sacrifice" Bxh74. 


11. Bf6 Bxf6 12. e5 Be7 13. Rel 
All of White's pieces are developed 
and will soon bust through Black’s 
position. If Black castles now, 
White can play 14. Be4 Ad5! See 
how easy it is to get a better 
position just by sticking to the 
basics! 


13... Bg5?! 

Black shouldn't move the same 
piece twice in the opening. 

14. Nxg5 Oxg5? 

The final bad move. This entire 
game Black has been violating the 
usual ideas of chess by not develop- 
ing quickly, not putting pawns in 
the center, not castling early, and 
exchanging off developed pieces. 
Now he breaks another rule by 
developing his Queen before 





castling. 
15. Ne4! 
White begins chasing Black's 


Queen by centralizing his Knight, a 
decisive maneuver. 





Now White has just won at least a 
piece. Can you find it here? 


16. ...Qc8 17, Nxb7 0-0 

What else? If ...Qxb7 then 

18. Be4! which wins a piece and an 
Exchange. 


18. Rxc6 Qxb7 19. Вей! 

White shouldn't stop attacking 
simply because he has just won a 
piece. Keeping Black on the 
defensive will lead to a quicker 
win. 


12. ...Qa7 10. d5! ed 21, Bxd5 


Breaking down Black’s defensive 
structure. White’s position is so 
good now that Black shouldn't 
survive much longer now. 


1. ...Rad8 
Now find the best move for White. 
22. Bxf7+! 


When you have more pieces around 
your opponents King and his Queen 
is misplaced far away from defense, 
you should try to find a winning 
sacrifice. 


continued p. 20 
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INTERVIEW: YAZ, GM AND ORGANIZER 


During my stay in Seattle for the 
Karpov-Hjartarson match, I was 
able to interview Yasser Seirawan. 
Here is part of that interview. 


Bill Wall: Yasser, besides being the 
top rated player in the United 
States, you are editing INSIDE 
CHESS and promoting chess with 
lectures, simuls, and organizing 
events. What are your future plans? 


Yasser Seirawan: I'll be playing in 
some international events in Europe 
this year. In September I'll be or- 
ganizing the American Continental 
Active Chess Championship. This 
will be a prelude to the FIDE Ac- 
tive Chess Championship. I am 
trying to branch out beyond our 
little world to promote chess. My 
efforts in the last two years has 
been primarily to induce others that 
are outside of chess to come in. 


BW: When did you decide to spend 
full time at chess? 


YS: I became a professional chess- 
player in 1977. In 1979 I was 
World Junior Champion. I have 
covered the globe 62 times in my 
chess career. I have met just about 
every Grandmaster in the world and 
most of the volunteers in the FIDE 
positions. I’ve known all the USCF 
Presidents since the late 1970s. 


BW: How did you get started in 
chess? 


YS: As a youth I was very active in 
athletics. I was blessed with a high 
energy level. I was growing up in 
Virginia and very happy out- 
doors.Then our family moved to 
Seattle in 1972. Seattle in 1972 was 
no bargain and it rained constantly. 
You are talking about a very high 
energy kid stuck indoors. I despised 


by Bill Wall 


television, so I got involved in a lot 
of board games. A neighbor intro- 
duced me to a lot of games.He 
would introduce me to a game and 
clobber my brains out. After a few 
days I would generally tend to 
equalize and whenever we hit 50- 
50, he would immediately intro- 
duce me to another game, so that he 
could clobber me. I was 12 at the 
time. So we were naturally going 
from game to game: cnbbage, 
backgammon, card games, Mono- 
poly, etc. Then we came to chess. 
Chess had no attraction to me. It 
was just another game that he 
would beat me at. I will tie him and 
then we would go on and figure out 
the next game. So, of course he 





“My first rating was 
Class С"-- У ах 





clobbered me. But something very 
strange happened. I wasn't getting 
any better. He was winning 10 
games out of 10. The next day he 
was supposed to win 8 or 9 out of 
10. Then the next day, 7 games. 
Then the next day, 6 games, then 5, 
then we would go on. But I lost 10, 
10, 10, 10. I don't know what I was 
doing. I got annoyed that this was 
happening. We are not talking 
talent. This went on for weeks. I 
was getting more frustrated. I asked 
what I needed to do to improve my 
game. He told me to go down to a 
coffee house at the University of 
Washington and learn from those 
chessplayers. I did that. It wasn't a 
week before I finally equalized. We 
went on to other games,but I was 
fascinated, not so much by chess, 


but by the people that I had been 
introduced to. [t wasn't so much 
that I was gripped by chess as by 
the surroundings. I don’t have an 
extraordinary memory, but I have 
an excellent memory. I have a good 
pattern recognition awareness 
memory. 

BW: Did chess books play a part in 
your chess development? 


YS: I had no exposure to chess 
books. Chess books played an un- 
believably limited role in my life. It 
was so limited, it is an embarrass- 
ment to chess authors. Virtually all 
of my education came from practi- 
cal play. Over 90% of my chess 
knowledge was by this. My game 
evolved totally into a combina- 
tional, tactical play. Through tour- 
nament play, I gained a deeper 
insight by working with opponents 
by analyzing. 

BW: What was your first USCF 
rating? 

YS: My first rating was class C. I 
progressed very slowly. In 1975 I 
had become an expert. I had 
worked so hard. I would go up to 
2100 then fall back; up to 2150, 
then fall back; up to 2180, then fall 
back. I couldn’t reach master class. 
It was unbelievably hard. Then in 
the US Open in Lincoln, Nebraska I 
played at a 2550 clip! I got a 2300 
rating. Never mind a 2200 rating. I 
just happened to play extremely 
well. Everything suddenly came 
together. I was deeply happy and 
won $33.33. I expected I was very 
overrated. I really thought I would 
fall back, but that was all right 
because I had a wonderful experi- 
ence. I had beaten a GM, Arthur 
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That's "Very Interesting" and this 
column will feature odds and ends 
positions, history (often of the 
forgotten variety), trivia, and 
whatever else comes to mind. This 
edition, let's think a little about... 





[hope everybody reading this can 
tell me something about this 

position without analysis, without 
even knowing who is on move. Just 
in words. This position is a draw. 
Why? White has Bishop(s) and 
wrong Rook pawn(s). Not even 
White’s infinite supply of tempi 

can pry the Black King away from 
a8 and b7. 


Seggev Weiss (1975) 





Rich Kelson (2405) 
, Berkeley CC February 1989 
| White has just played g4. Black's 
| position looks hopeless as the g- 
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VERY !? 

by Joel Salman 
pawn will cost the Knight. At the 
time Weiss thought he could draw 


with ], ...Nxg4 followed by 
marching his King to a8. Bishop 
and wrong Rook pawn, right? Not 
exactly. 


2. Kxg4 Kd5 3. K(5 Kd6 4. Bb6 
7 


Kc8 8. Ke8 Kb8 9. Kd7 Ka8 





12. Bb8! 1-0 

More like Bishop and wrong Rook 
pawn vs. Knight pawn and that 
spells trouble. Without the Knight 
pawn Bb8 would be stalemate. If 
the b-pawn had not been backward, 
say pawns on a7 and b7, Black 
could have played ...b6 or ...b5, 
either exchanging pawns or leaving 
the wrong Rook pawn permanently 


intact. Here it's simply mate in two: 


12. ...b5 13. ab a5 14. b7#. 


Miracle you say? Kelson merely 
applied a little knowledge and 
visualized the coming position. No 
calculations were required in 
advance—go back to the initial 
diagram and try to picture in your 
mind what occurred. 

Here's another one, from the 1988 
US Amateur Team East: 





The Knight can't leave the b-pawn, 
so how does Black win? FM Mark 
Ritter explained the winning 
method: "Play it like a King and 
pawn ending, with the Knight as a 
bank of tempi." No messy 
variations, only words. Black fixes 
the Kingside pawns and his King 
bullies its way in. Anytime Black 
needs a tempo he moves the 
Knight. Note: it doesn't matter 
whose move it is! 


Planning can take you places that 
computation can't. Sit back and 
figure out what it is you want to do. 
Once you know “What”, “How” 
will be easy. 

Our last example is from the 1987 
US Amateur Team East. Black to 
play, White to win. Can you see it? 
The analysis is by Wang. 


Germann 





Ting Wang 
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PRACTICAL ENDGAMES: MAJORITY RULES 


Alexander Alekhine 








mI 


F. Yates 


One of the small advantages 
collected by Karpov and such 
people is the Queenside pawn ma- 
jority. In the middlegame, White 
can advance his majority with gusto 
while Black runs the risk of expos- 
ing his King. After trading down 
into an endgame, White creates a 
passed pawn on the Q-side which 
proves decisive itself or distracts 
Black while his K-side is looted. 


It isn't always that simple, though: 
“Тһе ending in this game is 
noteworthy in the sense that 
White's celebrated Q-side pawn 
majority proves to be completely 
illusory. Regarding this I must 
remark that one of the most 
characteristic prejudices of modern 
[Steinitz] theory is the widely-held 
opinion that such a pawn majority 
is important in itself."— Alekhine 
Black's Rook is placed actively on 
the only open file, and his King can 
be centralized more quickly than 
White's. The Q-side pawn majority 
has no effect here because Black's 
K-side majority is just as mobile, 


and will soon be supported by the 
King. 
. g3 à; c8! 


by Roger Poehlmann 


All Rook endings may not be 
drawn, but by trading into one the 
defender can steer for theoretical 
draws. Sacrificing a pawn to reach 
a R+3P vs. R+2P ending with all 
the pawns on one side is a common 
strategy. 


4, a4? 
4. Kf1 Rd2 5. Kel Rb2 6. Rd1 Rc2 
7. Rd8! trades Bishops, so Black 


will have to allow Kel and Rdl, 
challenging on the d-file. 


4, ...g5 5. b5 f4 6. Kfl Rd2! 7, gf 
gf 8. Kel Rb2 9, Be2? 

Get that Rook active! 9. Rdl was 
required, although 9. ...Bg4 

10. Rd6+ Ke7 11. Rd4 Bf3 12. В45 
Rb1+ 13. Kd2 e3+ 14. fe Rdl+ 
15. Kc3 Rxd4 16. Kxd4 Bxd5 

17. Kxd5 fe wins for Black 
(Shereshevsky). White has some 
drawing chances with 16. Bxf3 
Rxa4 17. ef Rxf4 18. Bxb7. 





11. be f3 12. Bfl e3! 13. ef f2+ 
14. Kd1 Bg4+ 15. Be2 Bxe2 mate 
demonstrates the power of a Rook 


on the seventh rank. 
„Be d с5+ 
d4 14. Rc2 e3 е+ [е 16. 
Вр4 17. Е46- Ке . h3 


0-1, since there's no stopping ...e2. 


When the side with the Q-side 
pawn majority has a positional 
advantage (control of the open d- 
file is of major importance), it is 
magnified by the majority. If the 
opponent cannot use his own 
majority, or chooses not to, it's like 
being up a pawn. In the following 
game, White neutralized Black's 
dynamic counterchances in the 
Hedgehog by pushing e4-e5 and 
trading Queens. Black will stand 
worse in the endgame due to 
White's space advantage and better 
piece placement. It's not an 
endgame yet, though, so by 
mobilizing his Q-side pawn 
majority before Black can trade 
down and advance on the K-side, 
the advantage takes on decisive 
proportions. 


Schneider 





GM Ron Henley 
Budapest 1981 
1.Вс1 
Naturally, this Bishop belongs on 
f4, where it pressures e5 and d6. 
„0-0 2. Bf4! Rd7 | 
Rxdl- 4. Rxdl Bxg2 5. Kxg2 Rc? 
5. ...Rd8? 6. Nc6! 
6. Be3 Кс7?! 
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Pieces have been traded off, and 
Black wants to play ... Nfd7 to boot 
the Ne5, then challenge for the d- 
file. Thus, 6. ... Kf8-e8 keeps 
White’s edge to a minimum. White 
has active pieces, more space, and 
if only that Nc5 were gone, b6 
would be very weak. Hmmm... 


1], Nad! Nxad 8. ba Ne4 

Trying to hold the b-pawn is 
hopeless: 8. ... Rb7 9. Rb1 Bd8 
10. a5! b5 11. cb Bxa5 12. ba! 
Rxbl 13. a74— (Henley). 


9. Bxb6 Ес8 10. Есі 


White's only problem is how to 
best keep his Rook active. 10. Rd7 
also came to mind, but putting the 
Rook behind the passer is fine. 
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15. Ке4 Кс6? 16. Rb1! Bxb6? 


À passed pawn on b6 is more 
dangerous than one on c4! Black 
should be bringing his King over to 
c6 to guard the bishop, freeing up 
the Rook for what it does best— 
attack! 


17. ab Rxc4+ 18. Kd3 Rc8 19. a4 
Kd6 

19. ...a5 20. b7 Rb8 21. Kc4 Kd6 
22. Rb6+ Kc7 23. Kb54— 


20. a5 Kc6? 


20. ...e5 was more distracting. The 
only thing worse than a lost Rook 
and pawn ending is a lost King and 
pawn ending. 


21. Есі-- КЬ7 22. Rxc8 Kxc8 
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23. Kd4 Kd8 24. Kc5 Kd7 25. h3 
g6 26. h4 1-0. 


There's no harm in playing these 
things out, but 26. ...h6 27. f4! g5 
28. fg fg 29. hg hg 30. g4 puts 
Black in zugzwang. 


The Q-side pawn majority can be a 
major asset when other advantages 
are present. When there is no 
tactical way to exploit a positional 
superiority, mobilizing the pawns 
can prove decisive. As we saw in 
Yates-Alekhine, activating the 
majority when placed badly has 
little effect, although it must be 
noted that Alekhine’s winning plan 
was to mobilize his own pawn 
majority on the K-side. 





19-YEAR OLD 1st AT LINARES 


Grandmaster Vasili Ivanchuk, age 
19 [!], won the super-GM tourna- 
ment in Linares, Spain. Ivanchuk, 
who is expected to defend his New 
York Open title, led throughout. 
The Category 16 event got off to a 
rocky start when Viktor Korchnoi 
withdrew before beginning rather 
than accept Soviet nemesis Viktor 
Baturinsky as Arbiter. Anatoly 
Karpov finished in clear second and 
was the only player with a chance 
to catch the new phenom. 


FINAL STANDINGS 


1. Vasili lvanchuk (2635) 7.5 
2. Anatoly Karpov (2750) 7 
3. Ljubomir Ljubojevic (2580)6 
4. Nigel Short (2650) 5.5 
Jan Timman (2610) 
6. Artur Yusupov (2610) 5 
7. Boris Gulko (2610) 4.5 
8. Lajos Portisch (2610) 4 
9. A. Belyavsky (2640) 3.5 
Andrei Sokolov (2605) 
11. Johann Hjartarsson (2615)3 


White: Alexander Belyavsky 
Black: Vasili Ivanchuk 
Ruy Lopez 
1. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 Bc5 
4. c3 Nf6 5. 44 Bb6 6. Nxe5 Nxe5 
7. dxe5 Nxe4 8. Qg4 Bxf24- 9. Ke2 
Qh4 10. Qxg7 Rf8 





11. Nd2 Вс5 12. МІЗ ОҒ2-- 13. К41 
Be7 14. Rel Qb6 15. Rxe4 Qxb5 
16. c4 Qc6 17. Qxh7 d5 18. edep 
Qxd6+ 19. Rd4 Qb6 20. Qe4 Rg8 
21. Be3 Qxb2 22. Rb1 Qxg2 

23. Rb5 Bg4 24. Rf5 Qf1+ 25. Kc2 
Qe2+ 0-1 
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After Elena Donaldson's impres- 
sive fourth-round victory over IM 
Igor Ivanov (in this issue), I had the 
honor of driving her home. 
Actually, the Donaldsons were 
staying at the home of John's aunt 
in the Tilden Hills. Since John was 
still slowly grinding out a one pawn 
advantage agai 





WGM Elena Donaldson Akmylovskaia 
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and Elena needed to rest for her 
moming game versus GM Nick de- 
Firmian, John asked me to find a 
ride for Elena. My own car was 
conveniently parked downstairs; 30-4 © 
I could not pass up the opportunity 

to escort such a ch dh 





judgments, F 








most is, of course, her young 
daughter Dana. Presently, John ay 
Elena have been working “very 
hard” to get the right papers for 
Dana’s immigration. This 
concerted effort should pay off v 
tenderly in about two months, 
Elena felt. Some of the possibili- 
ties might be Elena going back to 
the Soviet Union and getting her 
daughter, or a close friend bringing 
Dana over here. Either way, Dana 
will have to learn a new language 
in her soon-to-be home. 


As we entered the winding roads 
past the Lawrence Hall of Science, 
we had to concentrate more on 
finding Elena’s destination. John 
gave me good directions, so it 
wasn’t too bad trying to read the 


become publighéd. Her reason for 
leaving Russia: “I came here for 
Love”. 
à John is very lucky to have a wife 
24 who was willing to risk leaving so 
3 much of her life behind in order for 
й them to be together. However, 
3 Elena does miss her friends very 
4 much, and hopes to visit Russia as 
А soon as she is able to. 
1 The person that Elena misses the 
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SONAME HERE FOR LOVE" 
hu - 
р Was Very glad that I was able to Palo Alto, so perhaps we'll meet 
talk м th Mrs. Donaldson that again. 
ing. Originally, I had invited тр, Donaldsons are scheduled to 
e Donaldsons to dinner provided give a tandem simul in Palo Alto 
е ег games did not last past 10 on June 6 at Jordan Park on 
d pnfortunately, John’s game  — Middlefield Road. The board fee is 
о з Aio overume, but Ihearthat— $56 Магі your calendar now! 
оо пара асрау Ааа 
" roads ae I was elu pie slower 
than usual), and she agreed that it 
t had a very comfortable ride. I 
` guess they don’t have BMWs in 
Russia. 
Our next subject was youth chess. I 
| asked her whether she felt that 
starting early in childhood was 


really that important. I felt the 
most important ages were 13-16, 
and that it wasn't so important if 
one started playing much earlier 
than that. Elena admitted that she 
was a late starter herself, at age 
eleven, but felt that starting early 
was important. She told me that the 
perience one gets just from 
playing more games gave one an 
dge in Russia. I then told her that 
one of the drawbacks to organizing 
and directing, was that I couldn't 
play in these tournaments myself. 
She then asked about my rating,and 
surprisingly she was impressed by 
my 2272 rating based on my age. 
This made me feel good; even in 
Russia, a 19 year-old master could 
be considered promising. 















We were now very close to Elena's 
aunt-in-law's house. I dropped her 
off and bid farewell. Elena now 

had to worry about her round-five 
paring against GM deFirmian. She 
knew that this would be a tough 
game with Black. 





o. is P | 
1M John Donaldson 
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People's 
continuec from p. 5 
color, it gives the attacking side 
(Black) practically an extra piece. 


18. Be3 a5 19. f3 3d3 20. Rfdl 
Rb8 d ad 

23, Bd4 

White's plan seems to have been to 
play 23. Rxd3 here, but 23. ...cd 
24. Rxd3 Rb2 25. a4 Rb3 26. Bd2 
Kf8! wins a pawn. White might 
have tried 20. Rf2 and 21. Rb2 to 
either infiltrate on the b-file or trade 
Rooks to reduce Black's attacking 
chances. 


26. Rel a4 27. Rc1 h5! 





Given unlimited tempi, White will 
eventually consolidate. Black 
carefully engineers the opening of 
the h-file, making sure that White 
cannot use this open line against 
her. 


28. Bc5 h4 29, Ba3 hg 30. hg Be4 
31. Bb2 


White's plan to contest the b-file 
backfires, thanks to the h-file: 

31. Rb2 Rh8! 32. Rb7+ Kg6 

33. Bf8 Rh2+ 34. Kel Ne3 

35. Rxg7+ Kf5 36. Rd7 Bd3 

37. Rxd3 cd and 38. ...Re2 is still 
mate. 
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3]. ...Rh8 32, Rg1 Kg6! 





Activating the King to increase the 
strength of the bind. 


33, a3? Kf5 34, Ke1 Kg4 35, Rd4 
Bd3 36, Kf2 КЫЗ! 
Shifting back to the b-file. Notice 
how Black has managed to fix all 
her opponent’s pawns on the same 
color squares as his Bishop. 

7 


0-1 


A beautiful endgame, on the level 
of a Capablanca masterpiece. 
(Poehlmann) 


White: Roger Poehlmann (2224) 
Black: Aaron Stearns (2273) 
London System 
f4 b6 4.e 
7 6 717 
Qe7? 
Ill conceived. I used to play the 
Nimzowitch Attack and I would 
frequently encounter this system 
(with colors reversed) but I never 
developed a good way to play 
against it. I am not satisfied with 
what I dreamed up here either. 


8. ед 

White counters Black's threatened 
e-pawn push while threatening one 
of his own. 


8. ,,.е5 9, 4е 4е 10, Bh2 0-0-0 
11, 0-0? 


37, Bal Rb 38, Rh] Rxa? 39, Bb2 
Ra2 40, 5+ Kxf5 41, Rxd3 Rxb2+ 





White would have a definitely 
strong game after 11. Qe2 A 

12. Ba6, 13. a4, 14. a5, etc. when 
the attack is very powerful. 
11....g5! 

Before I found this move I was 
uncomfortable about my game. I 
saw that White would develop an 
attack as just described and I saw 
no good way to defend against it or 
develop an initiative. After I found 
11. ...g5 I thought that I was at 
least equal and I saw I could 
develop an exciting attack on the 
K-side. It’s funny how one move 
can change your psyche about the 
whole game. 


12. Nxg5?! 

Dangerous, White gives Black 
tempi for his attack. With these, 
Black is able to put White on 
permanent defense. 12. Qe2 is the 
best move with 12. ...g4 13. hxg4 
Nxg4 14. Bg3 leading to an even 
game. 


. Ngf3 Nc5 14. 
Bh6 15. Rfdl Nh5 16. Bxe5?! 


This is not the time for snatching 
pawns. The immediate 16. Khl is 
in order, but I still like Black’s 
chances. 


16. ...Bf4 17, Bc3 Qe6 18. Khl 
Rxg2! 19. Kxg2 Rg8+ 20. Kfl 
Oxh3+ 21, Kel Ng3!! 





This beautiful move makes the 
Rook sac work. In the middle of my 
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* cul against the King I decided a 


Queen is nicer. 

1) fg Bxg3+ 23. Of2 Bxf2+ 

До 

{have “won” White’s Queen but I 
Mito give up a Bishop, Knight, 
ni Rook for it so I must now 

wntinue to press the attack and not 

Ши White to consolidate. 


4, +2). NE 
+27, Ke ! 
his is the simplest path to victory. 
White now loses at least a piece 
ui he King remains exposed. 


Ag 
Tere is nothing better. For 
umple: 28. Be5 Qc54- 29. Bd4 
№030. №4 Ор5+ 31. КЕЗ 
(ог 28. ВЕІ Оғ4+ 29. Каз 

` hbt 30. Nc4 Qxf5# от 28. Вс4 
(429. Kd3 Nc54- 30. Kd4 Bxe4, 
Ww... 


| ? 
Шой 89? 
;ljsloppy here, 32. ...f5 is best. 


IND (5 34, Kf2 Rxf3+ 35, Kxf3 
‘ult 36, Kg3 Qxc2 0-1 (Stearns) 


| White: Pat McCollum (2238) 

, lick: IM Elliot Winslow (2404) 

| Skilian Wing Gambit 
18632. b4 cb 3, a3 d5 4, ed 
3, М3 е5 

| hicreates weaknesses on e5 and 
I With his inferior development, 


»luk should play more prudently 
h5. ...e6. 


kite 7, Nxc3 0с5 8. 053 Мсб 


lick should play 8. ...Qc7 9. Bc4 
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Bc5 10. Ng5 Nh6. White: John Brooke (1868) 


9, Вс4 Мһ6 10. 0-0 Ма5 Black: Kris Judkins (1997) 
This exposes the King but seems лор страни Раевге 
песеѕѕагу because of White's threat 1.94 М6 2, с4 с5 3, 45 46 4, №3 
оЁ №5. g9 5. e4 Bg7 6. [2 0-0 7. Be3 e6 
1l. BbS« Bd? 8. de Be6 9. Qd2 Nc6 10. Nb5 Ne8 
11, 0-0-0 a6 12, Nxd6 Nxd6 
Perhaps 11. ... Nc6 is safer. 13. QOxd6 Qb6 14, b372 
12. Вх47+ Кх47 13. Qa4+ Nc6 14. Rd2 is better. 
14. Rb1 Kc8 15. Rb5 Qc6 16. Rd5 
Qe6 17, Rel f6 18. d4 Nf7 19. de R. Me 
‘ 2 
Nixes Nb4 mate # ( ) 
White: Clarence Anderson (1653) 

It is probably safer to leave the 

Black: John Gomez (1764) 
Knights on with 19. ...fe. If Care Kawa 
20. Qc4 then Bd6 (...Kb8 allows 
21. Nxe5 Nfxe5 22. Rexe5 Nxe5 1. е4 сб 2.4445 3. е5 ВІ5 4. МЕЗ 
23. Rd8+). e6 5. Ng5?! h6 6. g4 hg 7. gf ef 
20. КП Ве7? White doesn't have enough 
20. ...Bd6 is better, preventing PEDDIE ENN. 
White’s combination. 8. Bd3 36 9. Bd2 Qb6 10. Bc3 c5 

continued p. 16 
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If 22. ...Kb8, 23. f4 wins the e- 
pawn anyway. 

23. Rexe5 Qg6? 

23. ...Qg8 is necessary. 

24. BÍ4 a6 25. Ne4! Ra? 26. R26 
Вх46 


Black has only one minute to make 
the time control at move 40! If 

26. ...Qg4 then 27. Rxc64 wins 
quickly. 


21 Rxe8+ Kd7 28, Nxd6 Of6 


1-0 (David Moulton) 
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People's 
continued from p. 15 
11. a4 cd 12. Bxd4 Bc» 


Not 12. ...Qxd4? 13. Bb5+! 
winning the Queen. 


13. а5 Ос6 14. Ча3 а6 15. Вс377 


15. c3 allows White to play on, but 
White was so intent on playing for 
the long dark diagonal that he 
forgot about his own weak light 
diagonal. 
15. ...44! 16, Bd2? Oxhl+ 0-1 
(Peter Yu) 

White: Eric Rosenburg (1991) 

Black: Dan McDaniel (1862) 
Alekhine's Defense 


1.e4 Nf6 2. e5 Nd5 3. f4?! Nxf4 


A rather dubious way of gaining 
use of the f-file. 


4, d4 Nd5 5. Nf3 d6 6. Bd3 Bg4 
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2). Rxc6 Rxd3 
25. ...be 26. Rb1+ Kc8 27. Bf54 
Rd7 28. Qxc6! 


26. cd be 27, Rbl+ Кс 28. Об+ 
1-0 

28. ...Kd8 29. Qf6-- (not 29. Rb84 
Ke7 30. Qe5+ Kf7 and holds 
because of the back rank threat) and 
now (a) 29. ...Kc8 30. Qe6+ picks 
up the Rook with check or (b) 

29. ...Ke8 30 Qe6+ Kf8 

(30. ...Kd8 31. Rb8#) 31. Rb8+ 


















with mate in 2. (Seggev Weiss) 14. Kgl Ne2#, 14. Kg3 Qg5+ | uh 
White: Maynard Needham (1670) 15. Kh3 Qh5+ 16. Kg3 Ne2#,orl4 | Qs 2 
Black: Bryan Clair (1782) Kel Qh4+. | WL Kb; 
Two Knight’s Defense 14, ...Og5+ 15. Kd3 Of5+16.Ke3 ' хі 
White's 13th actually loses the (03 
Queen, but Black misses this. 3 Kc 
White blunders and walks into a YOUNG | ТИ 
mate on move 21, but had he 
played the best defense, Black СА RE 5 cM 
would have had the opportunity to Wh 
play a truly amazing combination. Bs 
t і 
aoa №5 45 5 туе 3 NES m 
B 
Book is 6. ...b5 7. Bf1! Nxd5. | T 
| 


. 1, Вхівє 
14, 


: 07. 


| 
| 
| 
| 





NAS € 


м 1, 065 ( 
3 №6+ 
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4 T +? 


17,...Qxg2+! 18. Kxe5 Nc64. 


§ Kd5 c6+ d6? + 
| 29 


11, Kb4 Rf4-!! 22. d4 Nxd4! 
\ Hed (23. Bxf4 Qxb2+; 23. c4 a5+ 
' Y Ka3 b5 25. d8-Q-- Rxd8 
1. Qxa5 Nc2-- 27. Kb3 Qxc4#) 
| Ride 24. Ka3 Rxa4+ 25. Kxa4 
(œH 26. Ka3 b5 27. b4 a5 28. Kb2 
‚00+ 29. КЫЗ а4+ 30. Каз Оа3+ 
i], Kb2 a3+ or 28. d8=Q+ Rxd8 
‘ ba b4+ 30. Kb2 (30. Ka4 Rd3) 
(44431. Kb3 Qxd1 32. Bb2 Rd34 
3. Kc2 Qxa2. 


1L... Rf6t 22. Kb7 Oxg2+ 
[Kab Nc7# (David Moulton) 
White: Rich Kelson (2405) 
Black: Liz Neely (2200) 
Sicilian: Najdorf 


"dS 2. NB d6 3. d4 cd 4. Nxd4 
| N65. Nc3 аб 6. Bg5 e6 7. f4 Be7, 

| 1013 07 9. 0-0-0 МЬ47 10. g4 b5 
11/6 Nxf6 12. g5 Nd7 13. f5 

| 514. f6 gf 15. gf Bf8 16. Rg1 
| W717. Bh3 b4 


ранню 








o 


| 
| 


ING ed 19. ed Qa5 20. Kb1 Ra7 
11506722. Rdel+ Ka8 

1M6* fe 24. de Nxe6 25. Qxe6 
(0626. £7 1-0 





| 
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White: IM Elliot Winslow (2404) 


Black: FM David Glueck (2446) 
Queen's Gambit Declined 


l. dd Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 d5 4. Nc3 


Be7 5. Bf4 0-0 6. e3 Nbd7 7. cd 
Nxd5 8. Nxd5 ed 9. Bd3 Bb4+ 
10. Ke2 Nf6 11. Qc2 c6 12. Ne5 


Веб 13. Rag] Кс8 14. 24 56 15.4 





18. ...f6 19. fe fe 20. Bxe5 Qd7 
21. Ke3 Bxg4 22. Rg3 de 23. Bxe4 


ЖЖ Г Жы „5-7 Й 
Р 2 2 

м ДГА. Ж А 

> 2% 3 % 2 

Atma Hit 
1 % “4 / I 
2) 

> 7 





23. ...Bd2+ 24. Kxd2 Rf2+ 

25. Kel Re2+ 26. Kf1 Qf7+ 27. 
Bf5 Bxf5 28. Kxe2 Bxb1 29. Rxb1 
Кс2+ 30. Kd3 Qf5+ 31. Кез Qf2+ 
32. Ke4 Re2+ 0-1 

White: Erik Osbun (2258) 
Black: Charles Powell (2321) 
French Defense 

1. e4 e6 2. d4 d5 3. ed ed 4. Nf3 c5 
5. Bb5+ Nc6 6. Qe2+ Be7 7. dc 
Nf6 8. 0-0 0-0 9. Nbd2 Bg4 

10. Nb3 Ne4 11. Be3 Ne5 12. Qdl 
Bxf3 13. gf 





13. ...Ng5 14. f4 Nef3+ 15. Kh1 
Qc8 16. fg Qh3 17. Bf4 Bxg5 

18. Bd7 Qxd7 19. Qxf3 QfS 

20. Rad1 Bxf4 21. Rxd5 Qf6 

22. Rad1 Rfe8 23. c3 g6 24. R5d4 
Be5 25. Qxf6 Bxf6 26. Rd7 Re2 
27. R1d2 Rae8 28. Kg2 R2e7 

29. Kf3 h5 30. NaS b6 31. Nb7 bc 
32. Nxc5 Rb8 33. Rd8+ Rxd8 

34. Rxd8+ Kg7 35. К47 Ке5 

36. Ne4 Rf54 37. Ke3 Be5 38. Nd6 
Bf4+ 39. Ke2 Re5 40. Kf3 Bxh2 
41. Kg2 Re2 42. Rxf7+ Kg8 

43. Kxh2 Rxb2 44. Rxa7 Rxf2+ 
45. Kg3 Rd2 46. Ne4 Rd3+ 

47. КІМ Re3 48. Nf6+ Kf8 49. c4 
Rc3 50. c5 Rf3 1-0 


White: Filipp Frenkel (2339) 
Black: Erik Osbun (2258) 
King's Gambit Declined 


1. е4 е5 2. 43 Nf6 3. f4 Nc6 4. Nf3 
d5 5. fe Ng4 6. ed Qxd5 7. d4 Bf5 
8. h3 Nh6 9. Be2 0-0-0 10. c3 Bxb1 
11. Rxb1 Qxa2? 12. Bxhó gh 13. 0- 
0 Rg8 14. Qc2 Qe6 15. Bd3 Kb8 
16. Bxh7 Rg7 17. BfS Qe8 18. Ral 
Ве? 19. Be4 Bg5 20. Nxg5 Rxg5 
21. Qb3 Rg7 22. Rxa7 








continued p. 18 
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22. ...Kxa7 23. Ral+ Kb8 24. Qa4 
Кс8 25. Вё5+ Rd7 26. Qa8+ Nb8 
27. Ra7 Qg8 28. Qxb7+ Kd8 

29. Qxb8+ Ke7 30. Qb4+ Ke8 

31. Ra84- Rd8 32. Qb5-- Ke7 

33. Qc5+ Ke8 34. Qc6+ 10 
White in the following game is 
warned: buy a lifetime subscription 
to CCJ or your name will be 
released. 


Dean Howard (2114) 





Mr. C. (2281) 

After White’s 29. Be3 
(Yes, there are two White queens 
on the board.) 
Yes, White’s just winning. Black 
has a Rook for a Queen and is 
about to lose some heavy material. 
Or is he? 


29, ...Ne4! 
Now 30. Bxd4 fails to 30. ...Nxg3 
mate, but the Rook can be taken. 


30, Bxf2 Nxf2+ 31, Kg2 Oxb2 
White can wrap things up with 

32. Bc2! Qxal (32. ...Qxc2 
33.Rc1) 33. Qxf2, and now 

33. ...Ng4 forks the two Queens, 
but 34. Ba4+! bS (King moves get 
Black mated) 35. Bxb5+ Kb7 

(35. Kxb5 36.Qe2+ picks up the 
Knight) 36. Qh7+ Kb8 37.Qe2 
saves them both. Perhaps 37. Qe7 is 
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faster, since 37. ... Nxf2 38. Qd6+ 
Kb7 39. Ba6 is mate, and 

37. ...Qe5 38. Qf4 simplifies. 
Instead... 


32, Oxf2?? Oxf2+ 0-1 

Two Queens are lost in three 
moves! 33. Kxf2 Ng4+ 34. Kg2 
Nxh6 and it's all over but the 
shouting, which is unfit to print. 
(Poehlmann) 


John Bidwell (2246) 


mr aie cdd "7727 
/И "PA A 





P 


IM Igor Ivanov (2598) 
This position occurred in round six 
after 51. ...Qb4-b3 (51. ...Qxd6? 
52. Nf7+). For Bidwell a victory 
would have meant equal first with 
deFirmian, while Ivanov needed the 
full point to put him in the money. 
Ivanov was in control all game and 
at this point 52. Nh3 ANf4 and 
Rxg6 looks correct. (Note that 52. 
Rd7?, A53. Rh7#, runs into the 
stalemate resource 52. ...Qxg3+!!) 
For instance 52. Nh3 Qb4 53. Re6 
Qb3 54. Nf4 and White is ready to 
roll. The win should be the pro- 
verbial “matter of technique”, but 
with a Queen things are likely to be 
tricky. Regrettably for Ivanov, at 
the end of a long weekend he 
played 
52. Nf7+?? Oxf7 53. Rd4 Ob7+ 
34. Kh2 Qxb6 55. Rí4 g5 56. hg+ 


1/2-1/2. (Salman) 





Sacrificial Shock 
continued from p. 6 





Materially, Black is ahead, but 
technical problems remain; White's 
threat is to exchange a pair of 
Rooks, making the far advanced 
passer strong. 

41, Nf4 Bf3 42. Rd2 g5 

Black's plan is based on a gradual 
repositioning of the minor pieces, 
bringing them to better squares 
which attack White's King and 
passed pawns. 

43. Ne2 

The only move. Byrne avoids the 
trap 43. Nd5? Bg2+ 44. Kgl Rel+ 
45. Kh2 Rhl+ 46. Kg3 Rh3+ 
picking up the Rook on d3. 

Not 44. Kg] Nf3+! 45. Kxg2 
Ne1+! forking the King and Rook. 
So White’s King is forced into the 
open. 

44. ...Nf3+ 45. Kd] Ned 46. Re} 
Bd5 

Black has been able to maneuver 


his minor pieces without loss of 
time by attacking the White Rooks. 
47, Rd2 Bc4 

Black has achieved his ideal 


formation; once White loses his 
passed pawn he is lost. 


48. Ra3 Ra8 49. f4 gf 50. Nxf4 


0-1 

Black has a decisive material 
superiority with Bishop, Knight and 
Pawn vs. Rook. 
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Yasser 
continued from p. 8 


Bisguier, now I was ready. 
Strangely, I never really lost a lot of 
points after that. 

BW: Did you enjoy the media giv- 
ing you a lot of attention? 

YS: What turned me off to the 

press was that they took my time. I 
wanted to play chess or go out and 
eat, Suddenly I have to take a half 
hour to be interviewed. But I was 
told to make these sacrifices. I had 
to do it. TV was a lot of fun, but for 
the most part, I was put out. It 
wasn't a real pleasure for me. I 
enjoyed seeing it in print, but I 
didn't enjoy actually having to do 
the work to get it in that print. 

BW: Did you try to make a living at 
chess? 

YS: As a professional chessplayer, 
[had to leave the U.S. and go over- 
seas to play chess. There are pro- 
fessional chess club leagues in 
Germany, Switzerland, and Hol- 
land. Germany had a sponsor for 
me. | was guaranteed a salary, plus 
apartment, plus access to a Car. 

They would subsidize my travel. 
All prizes I earned, I kept. And I 
would get recognition, which can- 
not be underestimated in impor- 
lance for a professional sportsman. 
Even today when the press inter- 
views me in the United States, they 
say, “It is wonderful that you play 
chess but what else do you do?” 
There is no respect for the profes- 
sional chessplayer in the U.S. In 
Europe they congratulate me on my 
iles rating and ask where that puts 
neon the world's ranking list as 
opposed to what do you do that is 


. pductive in our society. The prob- 


km for me is that I am very close 
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to my family. I love the U.S. and 
damn it, I want to stay in the U.S. 
My chosen vocation is chess and 
the U.S. better get its act together 
so that it can support me, because I 
ain't moving. I want to live here. I 
made that decision in 1980 and kept 
to it. The result was a lot of jet lag 
because I traveled back and forth 
constantly. Quite frankly, I just got 
tired of it. I am tired today of doing 
all that traveling. I want that moun- 
tain to come here. I want chess to 
be on the same level of awareness 
that it is in Europe or the Soviet 
Union. I want our sportsmen to be 
professional. 





I ain't moving. I 
want to live 
here"— Yaz 





BW: Would you like to see a sepa- 
rate rating system for Active 
Chess? 


YS: I was leading the parade in 
Boston for a separate rating system. 
There is three types of chess: blitz, 
active, and tournament chess. We 
have a separate rating for blitz 
chess, and we have to thank Walter 
Browne and the World Blitz Chess 
Association for that. We should 
have a separate rating system for 
Active and tournament chess. FIDE 
has a separate rating system for 
Active and tournament chess. That 
decision has already been made. I 
think the USCF should be follow- 
ing their example. 

BW: What made you run for the 
U.S. Chess Federation presidency? 


YS: I was getting more infuriated 
by what the USCF was not doing. 
So I decided to run for USCF Presi- 
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dent. I ran on a platform that was 
exceedingly simple. I am a profes- 
sional chessplayer. I have a vested 
interest in chess. I want chess to 
grow. I want chess to develop. I 
know all these people in the world 
of chess. I know an enormous 
amount of sponsors. I want to use 
the offices, the vehicle that is al- 
ready in place, the USCF. I want to 
put that vehicle to work. I want to 
put a professional businessman's 
council together and chess on TV. I 
was a growth oriented candidate. 
The USCF voters were very un- 
comfortable with me. As much as 
they enjoyed me in a personal way, 
as much as they relish seeing me 
victorious over the chess board, 
they were very jealous of the USCF 
as it exists today. They felt that 
they would lose control of the 
USCF. That is to say, keep it small 
and we keep it in control. Someone 
who runs a scholastic chess tourna- 
ment, maybe he shouldn't be on the 
policy board, running a multi-mil- 
lion dollar corporate show. That 
wasn't my perception at all. The 
perception is you have an athlete 
who goes to high school and has a 
coach. He may t= a good star, but 
he must give up that high school 
coach along the “vay. He moves up 
to a college coaca, then a profes- 
sional coach. For evolving busi- 
nesses, when it grows you need 
different managc:s. Chess is a $4 
million a year organization. In 1986 
over $100 million worth of chess 
equipment and cess computers 
were sold in the U.S. alone. Any- 
way, I lost over 2 to 1 to Harold 
Winston. Harold is a fine man, a 
fine human being. He has good 
qualities and honest. With all that 
aside, he didn’t have a program for 
growth. I see no one-year program. 
I see no three-year program. This 


continued p. 20 
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Yasser 
continued from p. 19 


year was not a good year financially 
for the USCF, for which I take 
absolutely no happiness or joy 
from. My interest in chess is: I want 
to see the USCF as strong as pos- 
sible. I want to see the USCF mak- 
ing millions of dollars; I don't want 
to see them losing dollars. When- 
ever the USCF loses money, I think 
of it as a loss for me. Why? That 
means a smaller US Championship 
budget. That means a smaller 
Olympic team budget, a smaller 
scholastic budget, less students, less 
members, less of everything. 


BW: What have you been involved 
with since your run for USCF 
President? 


YS: I developed a chess magazine, 
INSIDE CHESS. I put together a 
company, International Chess En- 
terprises, Incorporated, which 
wholly owns INSIDE CHESS. І ат 
the majority stockholder. It is a for- 
profit organization. I want to stuff 
the profit into the chess world. I 
want chess to be viewed as a busi- 
ness. I assisted in the St. John 
event. I worked very closely with 
the Mazatlan organizers. I am 
working with sponsors for Active 
Chess. 


BW: What do you think of Active 
Chess? 


YS: I am a big fan of Active Chess. 
I enjoy going to an event, knowing 
the game is over in an hour, and 
having time to see the rest of the 
city or do other things. I want to 
enjoy the sights. 

BW: Thank you very much Yaz, and 
good luck with INSIDE CHESS. 
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Very !? 
continued from p. 9 


1... Ke 

Allowing the N-fork, but the h- 
pawn was to fall anyway after 

2. Nf3 h3 3. Ng5. Black tries to 
eliminate White's last pawn. I saw I 
could hold it... 

2. Nf3+ Kf4 3, Nxd4 

If 3. Nxh4 Black draws with 
...Kg4-h3. 


3... Kg4 4. Ke2 

Reserving the f3 square for the N. 
4. ...Kh3 5 Nf3 

"Now I was sure I had him..." - 
R.J. Fischer 

3... Kg2 6, Kf4? 

If 6. Ke2 h3 7. Ke3 Kh1 =. Or is 
it!? 





Here, in disbelief, White agreed to 
a draw, for 7. Kg4 Kh1 and 
stalemate or a lack of progress 
seem to be White’s only choices. 
But to my dismay, the win is there. 
1. Кез 

e2 is indeed the square for the 
King. 

7. Khl 8 Ke2 Kg2 9. Nd2!! 
Kxh2 


If Black avoids the issue with 
9. ...Kgl or hl, 10. Kf3 forces 





Square One 
continued from p. 7 


22. ..,Kh8 

If 22... Kxf7 23. Qb3+ Ke7 or Ke8 
and 24. Qe6 is mate. 22. ...Rxf7 
also fails to 23. Qxd8+ 


23.00 

This (or 23. Qh5) threatens mate in 
four, which Black's reply does 
nothing to stop. 


23. ...Rd2 


A Rook on the seventh is always 
very dangerous, but Black has too 
little, too late. Had Black started to 
follow such basic themes earlier he 
would have had a better game. Now 
find White's winning move which 
forces mate in four. 





24. Ехһ6 0-1 

I hope you calculated the right 
mating variations. That is mainly 
what middlegames are about: 
calculating variations and combina- 
tions after starting with a good 
position using sensible opening 
play. 

Black to take the pawn in view of 


11. Kg3 4-. Then 11. Kf2 leads to 
the text. 


10. Kf2 Khl 11. Nfl h2 12. Ng3# 
Alas. 
Thanks Ting! 
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BAY AREA SPLINTERS 
FEB. I—MARCH 9 


insno February Quad (Feb. 20) TDs: Rod Bobo and 
me Quarve: 1st place finishers were: Quad I-John 
\пагй (2101) 2-1; Quad II-Jose DeLeon (1851) and 
falter Stellmacher (1821) 2-1; Quad III-Andy 

anson (1707) 3-0; Quad IV-Charles Dodd (1597) 

4| Quad V-Diane Barnard (1515) 3-0. In the 5-player 
yss a four-way tie for first occurred: Clarence 

prrison (1328), Sanjeev Ganatra (1279), Patrick 

hitey (1261), and Helen McDonough (1013) each at 

\|, This event was sponsored by the Beth Jacob Syna- 
ngue. 

Berkeley February (Feb. 1-22) TD: Peter Yu: 1st- 
jnald Urquhart (2160) 4-0; 2nd-Don Shennum (1830) 
\|, UCB kicks off the spring semester with the first 
\dnesday Nights tournament of 1989. Rated tourna- 

si games continue into May, every week with a new 
wmament at the start of each month. 


(C Contra Costa Quad (Mar. 5) TD: Pascal Baudry: 
\iplace finishers were: Quad A- Pascal Baudry (2140) 
\5.5; Quad B-Tom Stevens (2055) 3-0; Quad C- Kip 
іІкішап (1936) 2.5-.5; Quad D- Pat Mead (1826) 
i} Quad E- Cherles Casson (1665) 2.5-.5; Quad F- 
Wœrt Howland (1594) 3-0; Quad G- Jerry Leskiw 
I.) 3-0. In the 14-player scholastic section, Eric 

шігу (1450) and Stephen Shaughnessy (1298) 
for first, both with a perfect 3-0. This tournament 
acted 28 adults in seven quads, and a Swiss section 
1le 14 youths. Upcoming dates for these Walnut 
wk Quads are: Apr. 2, Apr. 30, May 7, and June 6. 


hb Alto Speed Chess (Feb. 28) TD: Bill Wall: 
чиг Kotlyar (2385) with 13.5-1.5, 2nd-FM 











i 














лір Маг (2516) 13, 3rd/4th- Adam Lief (2453) and 
Chesney (2417) 10.5. The second in the series of 
trated speed chess tournaments, was again won by 
lyar. This time, Mar’s flag fell in a won position to 

it him one half point behind his opponent. The Palo 
bChess Club meets Tuesday nights for rated and 

ul play. Blitz tournaments are held alternate weeks. 
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DIRECTORS > 


24th Annual LERA Peninsula 
Class Championships 


March 4-5, 1989 
TDs: Jim Hurt and Ted Yudacufski 


There were 117 players in this class event. 
Name 


Richard Lobo 
Elliott Winslow 
Edward Formanek 
Renard Anderson 
Cliff Hart 

Robert Sferra 


Donald Urquhart 
John Ватага 
Nicholas Dumyk 
Gene Lee 
Romulo Fuentes 
Edward Syrett 
Neil Regan 


Jim Stewart 

Hal Medrano 
Charles Pigg 
Robert Christopher 
Eric Rosenberg 
Alan Lewis 

Sean Dailey 


Alan Stein 
Todd Haney 
Leon Rothstein 
Steven Esh 


Quy Le 

Harold Parker 
Dana Albrecht 
Anthony Yin 
Jaime Peralez 
Huan Dinh 
Kevin Marshall 


Prize 


280 


Score Place 


M35 1/2 


25 3/6 





Send us your results and they will appear 
here. Also, doesn't your club need a sub- 
scription to CCJ to keep up with everything 
that happens in Northern California chess? 











Fifty-four players attended the GM 
Robert Fischer Class Champion- 
ships, held in Vallejo on March 11 
and 12. The smaller than expected 
turnout caused players to compete 
in combined sections of Open 
(1800+) and Reserve (U1800) for 
$1810 in total prizes. Chief TD 
Peter Yu and Assistant TD/organ- 
izer Ernie Valles believed the light 
turnout was the result of a conflict- 
ing tournament in Sacramento. 


Berkeley IMs Marc Leski (2532), 
Ed Formanek (2420), and NM Cliff 
Hart (2305) shared first through 
third with scores of 4-1 and $167 
each. Hart upset IM Elliott 
Winslow (2368) in a tense last 
round game to knock Winslow out 
of the money. 


Chronic expert Romulo Fuentes 
(U2200) performed just as well as 
the IMs, but won $200 for his rat- 
ing. John Barnard (2101) won 2nd 
expert, $120, for his 3.5-1.5 effort. 
WIM Liz Neely (2187) and Andy 
McManus (2098) split 3rd expert 
with 3-2 and $40 each. 


Arthur DeGuzman (1876) won Best 
A and $175 with 3 points, while 
Gilbert Chambers (1819) and UCB 
freshman Don Shennum (1826) 
split 2nd/3rd A with 2.5 points and 
$87.50 each. “Giant-Killer” Alex 
Rapoport (1896) upset experts 
Neely and Dumyk (2173) in the 
early rounds, but succumbed to 
tough pairings in the later games to 
finish out of the money. 

The Reserve section was won by 
Manius Baciu (1585 provisional) 
with 4.5 and $175. One half-point 
behind were Robert Smith (1778), 
Alan Stein (1705) and Brian 
Meldrum (1562) each getting 
$58.35. 
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De Los Santos (1471) and Philip 
Anima (1425) split the U1500 
honors with 3.5 and $80 each, 


while Bruce Bell took home $50 for 


the best unrated. 


The next Vallejo tournament will 
be on April 1st. 
White: Alex Rapoport (1896) 
Black: WIM Liz Neely (2187) 
Closed Sicilian 


Bg7 5. Nge2 e6 6. d3 Nge7 7. 0-0 
0-0 8,14 

Starting the attack on the Black 
King. 

8. ...46 9. 4 (5 10. 13 Rb8 

11. Ng3 Bd7 12. Nce2 b5 13. c3 b4 
14, Bd2 bc 15. bc Qb6 

By this time I was 16 minutes 
ahead, which worried me—what’s 
she planning? 


16. Rb] Qa6 17. Qc2 Rb6 18. Rb3 
Rfb8 19. Rfb] fg? 
A bad move, opening up the K-side 
for White to attack. 
20. hg Rxb2 21. ab Rb5? 
White's last move closed up the Q- 
side and diminished Black's ini- 
ative. But Black stubbornly persists 
by removing crucial defenders from 
her King. 

12 4 
gL 25. ef ef 


Black now only has five minutes 
left for the game. 


26. gf Bf6 27. Nh5 Kf7 28. Nxf6 
Kxf6 29. c4 Nd4 30, Bc3 Nec6 
! (see diagram) 
h4+ Kg7 
34. Oh6+ Ke8 35. [7-- Kd8 
36. f8=O Ke7 37, Ohxd6+ Kb6 
38. Od8+ 1-0 (Rapoport, Yu) 





THREE TIE IN "FISCHER" CLASS CHAMPS 





After 31. ...Rxcl 


"Santa Clara Action" 
April 22nd 
Two sections: Open EF $25 
$$:120-90-80-70, А:60, В:50 
Reserve EF $20 55:100-80- 
70-60, D:55, E/Unr:50 


"Non-rated Open" 
April 23rd 
(no membership required) 
EF $15 $:100, X:80, A:75, 
B:65, C:55, D:50, E:45, Un- 
rated:45 


Both tournaments 


5 round swiss, time control: 
Game/30 
Machado Park Building, 3360 
Cabrillo Ave., Santa Clara. 
Directions— 101 or 280, exit at 
Lawrence Expressway to 
Cabrillo Ave. 
Adv. Registration by 4/17, 
late registration $2 more At 
site 10:30-11:30 am Rounds: 
#2,-1:15, 2:230.4,.5:15 
Enter: F.A. Sierra, 
663 Bucher Ave, 
Santa Clara, CA 
9505] 
(408)-241-1447 
ALL PRIZES UNCONDITION- 
ALLY GUARANTEED 


Paid Advertisement 
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Berkeley CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 

Berkeley YMCA 2nd fl. 

Allston and Milvia 

A. Glasscoe 652-5324 
CAL-Berkeley CC 

Wednesdays 7-10 PM 

Tan Oak Room 

Student Union, 4th fl. 

UCB Campus 

Peter Yu 848-7809 
Burlingame CC 

Thursdays 7:30 PM 

Burlingame Rec. Ctr. 

990 Burlingame Ave. 

H. Edelstein 349-5554 
Chabot CC 

Thursays 5-10 PM 

Chabot Comm. College 

Hayward, Rm. 2347 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 

Fridays 7-11 PM 

Comm. Hospital 

Conference Center 

B. Riner 916-872-0373 
Empire CC 

Fridays 7 PM 

454 S. 9th St., San Jose 


. D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 


Falrfleld-Sulsun CC 

Mondays 7-9:30 PM 

1000 Kentucky St. 

E. Deneau 707-428-5460 
Fresno CC 

Mondays 7-11 PM 

Round Table Pizza 

Cedar & Dakota Aves. 

D. Quarve 209-225-8022 
Hayward CC 

Mondays 7-9 PM 

Hayward Main Library 

Mission & C St. 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Kolty CC 

Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 

Campbell Comm. Ctr. 

Activity Hall 
Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell 
P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 
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Club Directory 


Area Code 415 unless specified 


LERA CC 
Tuesday 8 PM 
Lockheed Rec. Center 
Sunnyvale 
K. Stone 408-742-3126 
Livermore CC 
Fridays 
call for directions 
C. Pigg 447-5067 
Mechanics Inst. CC 
M-F: 11 AM- 11 PM 
Sat 10 AM- 12 AM 
Sun: 12 PM- 10 PM 
57 Post St , 4th fl, SF 
M. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Ctr. 
Tues - Fri: 4:30 - 10 PM 
Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 
T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 
Thursdays 3:30 PM - ? 
Yountville Veterans Home 
Lee Lounge 
B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 
Tues. 6:30 -11 PM, 
Sat. 10 AM-3 PM 
Mitchell Prk Comm. Ctr. 
S. Farmer 329-2487 
Reno (NV) CC 
Mondays and Fridays 
D. Goddard 702-673-1278 
Richmond CC 
Fridays 5 - 9 PM 
Richmond Public Library 
26th & Macdonald 
T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 
Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM 
Mondays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg. 
8517 Lyman Way 
W. Randle 707-795-2220 
Sacramento CC 
Wednesdays 7-11 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
915 27th St. 
S. Gordon 916-929-2952 
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San Jose City College CC 
Wednesdays 4-6:15 PM 
Cafeteria 
F. Sierra 408-241-1447 

San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Ave. 

C. Felker 408-723-1808 

San Jose State Univ. CC 
Thursdays 4-6:15 PM 
Student Union Games Area 
F. Sierra 408-241-1447 

Santa Clara County CC 
2nd and 4th Sat. of each month 
2:15 - 6:15 PM 
Machado Park Bldg. 

3360 Cabrillo Ave. 
F. Sierra 408-241-1447 

Santa Cruz CC 
Thursdays 6 - 11 PM 
Citicorp S&L 
Water & Ocean St. 

M. Heggarty 408-336-2579 

Vallejo CC 
Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 

333 Amador St. 
G. Rassmussen 707-642-7270 

Visalla CC 
Fridays (call first) 

Comm. Rm. 

Valley Fed. Savings 

А. Fifield 209-734-2784 
Walnut Creek CC 

Tuesdays 7:30 - 11 PM 

Walnut Creek Comm. Ctr. 

Civic Park, Broadway & Civic 
Yuba Sutter CC 

Tuesdays 6:30 РМ - 12 Ат 

Buttes Christian Manor 

223 F St, Marysville 

T. Giertych, 916-742-7071 
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c/o Peter Yu 9 $” 
2724 Channing-Way #103 Г. 
Berkeley, CA 94704^ / | 
\ | до ж», 
Jal Zemitis 
42b Citadel Dr 
Сом, С 756/5 | 
Магсһ 1989 Organizers 
All Wednesdays UCB 30-30 PY РВ = Dr. Pascal Baudry 415-256-7520 
Alternate Tuesdays Palo Alto Club blitz PD - Peter Dahl 415-566-4069 
11 San Jose (action) DU AF - Allan Fifield 209-734-2184 
11-12 Vallejo (ss) EV RO = Raymond Orwig 415-237-7956 
12 San Jose (quads) DU CP = Charles Pigg 415-447-5067 
18-19 . Livermore (ss) CP DQ = Dave Quarve 209-225-8022 ү 
18-19 21st Visalia Amateur AF KS - Ken Stone 408-742-3126 
18-19 | San Rafael: No. Cal. RO DU - Don Urquhart 408-294-5724 
Scholastic Ch. EV = Emest Valles 707-557-0707 
25 SF/ Lowell HS (Sect’ al) PD PY - Peter Yu 415-848-7809 
26 San Jose (quads) DU 
April 1989 Tournament Clearinghouse 
415-652-5324 
All Wednesdays UCB 30-30 PY RR ocn EE Еа 
Alternate Tuesdays Palo Alto Club blitz = , 
1 Vallejo (action) EV 
2 Walnut Creek (Quads) PB 
8 San Jose (Action) DU . й 
9 San Jose (Quads) DU Subscribers: — 
22-23. San Jose State (Action) | Е5 See label for expiration date. 
29-30 Chico Open ME 
30 Walnut Creek (Quads) PB 
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April Fooling? 


As the chief editor, I have to 
apologize for this issue’s lateness. 





Although we did almost get this 


sue out when it still was April, the 


staff feels we are behind our 

own schedule. Perhaps this is a 
good time to inform our readers of 
Dur Own situation, as working 

ndergraduates and graduate 
students at a very competitive uni- 

ersity such as CAL. This issue 

as delayed mainly because of 

ee reasons. 


Our Asst. Editor had to travel to 
ew York to direct and report on 
e NY Open, then a string of 
idterms and term papers/projects 

assaulted the undergraduate staff 
embers (including yours truly), 

and finally our Managing Editor 
as started searching for a life- 
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I can tell you now that our May 
issue will be out late that month 
(around Memorial Day). 






You may be wondering why I 
know this... 


FINALS will start May 15 and go 
to the 20th or so. Personally, I will 
be done on the 17th and can devote 
all my energy to the CCJ after- 
wards. Other staffers may not be so 
fortunate. 
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o 200 AT SCHOLASTIC CHAMPIONSHIPS 


The 13th Annual Northern 


California Scholastics were held 
this March 18-19 at St. Marks 


| School in San Rafael. Ray Orwig 


successfully organized this multi- 
grade event by drawing 218 youths 
to compete for individual and team 
trophies. 

ELEMENTARY 


Arare result with two perfect 
scores occurred in this 48-player 
division. Hillel Heinstein (1275) of 


| * Berkeley soundly beat out John 


Mini (Unr.) for the first place 

trophy using the Median tie-break 
system. Hillel is one of the most 
promising students of the Berkeley 
Unified School District’s “Chess in 
Schools” program, which is headed 
by Elizabeth Shaughnessy. Both 


¢ Hillel and Eric Shaughnessy, the 


fth place finisher, take a chess class 
at Longfellow School from Peter 

Yu. In the tense last round, Eric 
Baudry (1450), the top rated 
Californian under 11, had a chance 
for all the marbles but a loss left 


- | himin third. 


The school winner, Town Elemen- 

try of San Francisco, runs monthly 
non-rated quads for students around 
lhe Bay Area. It is little wonder that 


|. Town dominated the Elementary 
| secon. Ray Orwig and Trendell 


Ball directed this section. 


Ist2nd, 5-0 

Hillel Heinstein (Longfellow) 
John Mini (St. Joseph) 

Srd/7th, 4-1 


260. Eric Baudry (Burton Valley) 


Chip Walker-Wilson (St. Mark’s) 
Jacob Gurwitz (Town) 


| Enic Shaughnessy (Longfellow) 


Mark Mamakos (Town) 


by NM Peter Yu 
8th/10th, 3.5-1.5 
Alex Bea (Town) 
Brian Jew (Marina) 
Jay Shaffer (Glenwood) 


Top Elementary Schools 


Ist Town (San Francisco) 14.5 
2nd St. Marks (San Rafael) 11 
3/4 Longfellow (Berkeley) 9 
Ohlone 9 
Sth Westfield 8.5 


JUNIOR HIGH 


Alan Stein (1705), winner of this 
year's Young People's Tourna- 
ment, played true to form and 
finished in clear first at 5-0. Alan 
regularly attends a Junior Chess 


Club organized by Lee Corbin. Mr. 


Corbin has taught such chess 
luminaries as GM Larry Chris- 
tiansen and Perry Young worth. 
Alan, who was rated more than 300 
points above the next competitor, 
seems to be continuing the 
tradition. 


The host school, St. Mark's of San 
Rafael, finished two points above 
the second place team. Ray Orwig 
is the coach behind the St. Mark's 
powerhouse, and plans to send the 
team to this year's National Junior 
High Championships. The money 
raised from the Scholastics 
tournament is to pay for the team's 
travelling expenses. Orwig and 
Ball also directed this section. 


Ist, 5-0 

Alan Stein (Black) 

2nd, 4.5-0.5 

Peter Lee (Roosevelt) 
3rd/8th, 4-1 

Mark Young (Town) 1373 


Bud Chatham (St. Mark’s) 
Nader Alizadeh (St. Mark’s) 
Sky Ladd (Miranda) 

Jason Posey (Bartlett) 

Charles Hodges (St. Mark’s) 
9th/10th, 3.5-1.5 

Jonathan Brown(St. Mark's) 
Stephen Shaughnessy (Berkeley) 


Top Junior High Schools 


Ist St. Mark's 15.5 
2nd Bartlett 125 
3rd Miranda 10.5 
4th Hopkins 8 
Sth Stanley 7.5 
HIGH SCHOOL 


The sixty-six player high school 
division was a close competition 
both individually and teamwise. 
After the dust cleared, there was a 
three-way tie for first place at 4.5 
points. Top seed Andy McManus 
(2098), the 1987 N. Ca H.S. 
champion repeated, this time on tie- 
breaks. McManus gets to represent 
N. Ca at this year's Arnold Denker 
Tournament of High School 
Champions at the US Open in 
Chicago. 


Tying with McManus were fellow 
Co-Champions Walter Tu (Unr.) 
and Micheal Chan (1949). Tu beat 
out Chan for the 2nd place trophy 
in a close tie-break. After receiving 
identical scores in both the Median 
and Culmulative Systems, Tu 
finally passed Chan by 1.5 points in 
the Solkoff System. 

In the next to last round, McManus 
and Chan drew a hard fought game 
while Alan Tse (1892) beat Karel 
Baloun (1901) after the latter 


continued p. 6 


ae 


z „елес — 








California Chess Journal 





FED BANKS $18,000 IN NEW YORK 


What does The New York Open 
mean to you? For most Califor- 
nians, it's one of those big East 
Coast tournaments we read about in 
Chess Life and dream about 
playing in. For Grandmasters and 
strong players chasing title norms, 
the International Section is the 
finest large swiss around. Playing 
conditions, a $45,000 prize fund, 
and the allure of a trip to The Big 
Apple all favor New York. And if 
there is strength in numbers, then 
The New York International's 
forty-seven GM's (ninety-one 
players in all) is hard to beat. The 
first round cut was at 2490— 
remember, these are all FIDE rat- 
ings! In all, eighteen countries from 
Argentina to Yugoslavia were rep- 
resented. For GM John Fedorowicz 
(pronounced **Fedorovich", as we 
learned at the tournament) of the 
Bronx, it was the tournament of a 
lifetime. First place and $18,000 all 
to himself, Fedorowicz completed 
his schedule undefeated with an as- 
tounding 5/6 against Soviet players! 
The average rating of his opponents 
was 2526, the equivalent of a cate- 
gory 12 round robin. After being 
paired way down in the first round, 
the 40th ranked Fedorowicz met 
eight consecutive players from the 
top twenty. 

For me, the 1989 New York Open 
was a great excuse to return home 
and spend time with family and 
friends. Plus, my position as 
Assistant Arbiter for the Interna- 
tional gave me the best seats in the 
house. 

Friday March 17 
Saturday March 18 


The Russians are coming? The 


Russians are here!! 


What happens two days before an 
international tournament begins? 
Those players who have not arrived 
earlier fly in. While organizer Jose 
Cuchi is accompanying Judit Polgar 
and family to a simul that she is 
giving Friday evening, I am at the 
Penta Hotel receiving players from 
Iceland, Spain, Yugoslavia...and 
the Soviet Union. Maybe. The last 
communication with the Soviets 
was a telex sent two weeks earlier, 
stating that they would be sending 
players. A further inquiry has gone 
unanswered, so when and if they 
will arrive is unclear. 


Not for long. By 7:30 PM the 
Spaniards and Yugolsavs have 
checked in already and there are 
Russians milling about the lobby. 
Only I do not recognize any of 
them and since I don't speak their 
language it takes me a while to 
determine that they are a fencing 
team! After explaining the false 
alarm to the hotel desk and 
contemplating the odds of two 
Soviet groups being in the Penta at 
the same time, I turn around to see 
the entrance full of Russians. 
Former World Champion Vasily 
Smyslov is the giveaway. Seven 
players, including fourteen year old 
Gata Kamsky, along with 
Kamsky's father and Aleksander 
Roshal (the editor of 64) as head of 
the delegation. The Icelanders soon 
follow, but my hands are full 
getting rooms for the Soviets. Some 
of the Soviets speak English, so we 
manage to get everybody settled. 


Roshal is interesting to talk to and 
has many questions regarding the 
tournament, the players, contacting 


the Americans sponsoring two of 
the young Soviet players, etc. He 
also brings news that Jaan Ehlvest 
will definitely arrive Saturday and 
that five other players are trying to 
make it (and did, arriving Satur- 
day), but with Aeroflot booked six 
months in advance the Soviets are 
forced to get passage on other 
airlines. Furthermore, 1988 NY 
Open Champion Vasily Ivanchuk 
will not defend his title - he is too 
tired from his victory at Linares. 
This is a disappointment to all 
concerned, including Roshal: 
“Ivanchuk wins money and that is 
good...” 


Saturday evening I am back at the 
Penta to stay. During dinner with 
Organizer Jose Cuchi, his wife 
Marietta and Jeff Naier (Chief 
Arbiter in the past but unable to 
take his post this year), we discuss 
the outlook for the tournament. The 
fourteen player Russian contingent, 
featuring Smyslov and Lev 
Polugaevsky from the old guard 
and current young stars Ehlvest and 
Boris Gelfand (both 2600), make 
the toumament resemble the Soviet 
Championship. Nick de Firmian is 
also in the restaurant and perhaps 
sums it up best when informed how 
many Russians are present: 

" Ah... That is a lot of Russians." 


T wo final pre-tournament notes: 
Due to typically strange chess 
politics, the tournament is no longer 
a World Cup Qualifier, though 
funding is still being provided by 
the GMA. And California no longer 
has a monopoly on the drought - 
you must now ask for water in NY 
restaurants. 


Sunday March 19 
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by NY Open Asst. TD Joel Salman 


Opening Day 


After short speeches by Jose Cuchi 
and Chief Arbiter Carol Jarecki, 
play begins at 2:30 PM and all of 
the preparations and setting up 
seem worthwhile. Wooden boards, 
Drueke pieces, Jerger clocks, flags 
and nameplates, with players to 
match—everything looks profes- 
sional. 


Gulko and Seirawan are top rated at 
2610, with Ehlvest and Gelfand 
close behind at 2600. Yasser 
provides some initial excitement by 
arriving half an hour late. No 

matter, he dispatches GM Zapata of 
Colombia anyway. The first serious 
upset occurs on board 17, where 
Soltis bests Romanishin with the 
White pieces. 

Polgar mania is out in force. 
Newspaper and television coverage 
is present, with much of the 

attention focused on the three 

sisters. 12 year old Judit, 2555 and 
rapidly approaching 2600, draws a 
crowd at the ropes by board 16 - a 
scene that is repeated throughout 

the tournament. Judit and Zsuzsa 
win easily, while Zsofia “upsets” 
Frias. Hard to think of it as an upset 
considering Zsofia’s age, family, 
and the fact that she won a major 
swiss in Rome just prior to NY 

with the phenomenal score of 8.5/9. 
This included an 8-0 start, in- 

cluding wins in rounds 5-8 over 
GM's Polamik, Razuvaev, Chernin 
and Suba, and a last round draw 

with GM Dolmatov. All of this was 
good for a performance rating 

around 2900 and a GM norm. It’s 


clear that her 2295 rating is a tad 
low, 


Another youngster of note, 14 year 
old Gata Kamsky, beats GM 
Krunoslav Hulak. 


Monday March 20 
Round 2 


The competition becomes tougher, 
with only six decisive games from 
the top twenty boards and few short 
draws. Emerging with two points 
are Gelfand, Smyslov, Benjamin, 
Petursson and 2380 rated IM 
Dmitry London, who toppled Miles 
in round one and Christiansen 
today. 


The Polgars show that they are a 
cohesive family, all drawing with 
Black. Kamsky draws with Black 
against Browne, then later shows 
that he has promise as an actor by 
doing an amusing imitation of 
“Brownian motion”. 

What is the definition of Glasnost? 
How about Soviet GM’s Ehlvest, 
Gufeld and Polugaevsky helping 
Soviet emigre Dzindzihasvili 
analyze his adjourned Queen 
ending with Yugoslavian GM 
Stefan Djuric. Djuric had his 
helpers too. 


Tuesday March 21 
Round 3 


Benjamin defeats Gelfand with 
Black and now has the only perfect 
score. Smyslov obtains a promising 
pawn up position against Petursson 
but can only draw, while Seirawan 
handles the upstart London. Ten 
players follow at 2 1/2. 


For those of you keeping score for 
"Team Polgar”, Judit essayed a 
King’s Gambit against GM 
Campora and drew in 14 and Zsofia 
split with Browne in an interesting 


Bc4 Najdorf, but Zsuzsa is the 
sensation of the round, crunching 
Nick deFirmian’s Benoni in fine 
style. This prompts Miles to joke 
“Next year, can we have a Men's 
tournament?” 


Other results of note include 
Kamsky drawing GM Rohde and 
GM Fedorowicz downing Soviet 
GM Dorfman. 


Wednesday March 22 
Round 4 

Benjamin and Seirawan play a 
short draw on board one, so now 
nobody has a perfect score after 
four rounds. There will be no 
imitiation of Ivanchuk's 5-0 start 
last year. Board two sees GM Torre 
grind down Zsuzsa Polgar in 
professional style with the Black 
pieces. Wednesday is a bad day for 
the Polgars, as Judit and Zsofia lose 
from what appear to be promising 
positions. Judit's game with 
Fishbein arouses much interest, the 
general consenus being that Judit 
was much better out of the opening. 
Fishbein’s comment afterwards: “I 
thought I was better the whole 
game." 


Fedorowicz gets little as White 
against Smyslov on board three but 
manages to hold, while on fourth 
board Lobron beats Igor Ivanov to 
reach 3.5 when Ivanov fails to hold 
a drawn Rook ending. Elsewhere, 
Petursson defeats GM Djuric and 
joins Lobron, Benjamin and Torre 
in the lead, with fourteen players a 
half point behind. 

Final note: Kamsky draws another 
GM, this time splitting with 
Christiansen. 
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Scholastics 
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blundered away an Exchange 
advantage. Tu was paired down 
but could only draw. 


Thus, the final round meant 
everything for the top players. 
McManus was lucky to have Tse 
blunder away his chances for first 
place. Tu’s opponent, Ramil 
Capito (Unr.), also had a winning 
position but blundered. The all- 
important game Vladmir Caruz 
(1770) versus Chan was a well- 
played game for both sides, but in 
the end, the higher rated Chan 
displayed superior endgame 
technique to clinch first place clear 
for his team and shared for himself. 


Defending champions Bellarmine 
College Preparatory from San Jose 
won first team honors. Former 
National Champions (1987), 
Bellarmine could have been upset 
in the final round if Caruz had beat 
Chan; a tie would have resulted 
from a draw. But the more 
experienced and higher rated 
Bellarmine overcame traditional 
rival Independence High of San 
Jose, in a close finish. Another 
perennial powerhouse, Lowell High 
of San Francisco, finished in third 
place. Bellarmine Alumnus Peter 
Yu (787) was the T.D. for the High 
School section. 


Ist/3rd, 4.5-0.5 

Andy McManus (Head Royce) 
Walter Tu (Independence) 
Micheal Chan (Bellarmine) 
4th/9th, 4-1 

Alan Tse (Lowell) 

Karel Baloun (Bellarmine) 
Terry Gillespie (Bellarmine) 
Mike Lico (Lincoln) 

Adam Grover (Lowell) 


California Chess Journal 
Winston Chiang (Independence) 
10th, 3.5-1.5 
Ariel DeLavega (Silver Creek) 


15: Bellarmine (San Jose) 16 
2nd Independence (S. Jose) 15 
3rd Lowell (San Francisco) 14.5 
4th Live Oak (Morgan Hill)12 
Sth Gunderson (San Jose) 11.5 


The following games will give a 
generous picture of the strength of 
these junior tournaments. They are 
all from the High School section, 
played at Game/90. Few games in 
the lower sections were recorded. 


White: Chad Zichterman (Unr.) 
Black: John Martin (1500) 
Vienna Game 


1,64 c5 2. Nc3 Nf6 3. N2 Nc6 
4, d4 ed 5, Nd4 Bb4 

Black seeks the initiative by 
threatening the e4 pawn. 5...Bc5 is 
less effective because of 6. Be3. 


6. Nxc6 bc 7, Bd2 0-0 8, Bd3 Ке8 
2. 0-0 d5! 10, Re1 Ng4 
Intending 11...Bc5, but White now 
begins a series of bad moves typical 
of an inexperienced youngster. 

Z + ? 
Nxh2 mate, 0-1 
Don't worry, the games do get 
better and longer. But believe me, 
there always are plenty of blowouts 
like this at scholastic tournaments. 


White: Jennifer Allen (Unr.) 
Black: Abel Talamantez (1875) 
Alekhine's Defence 


This first round upset shocked the 
high school section as rumors of a 
budding Judith Polgar ran wild. Of 
course, Black had nearly forfeited 
the game by showing up 50 minutes 
late, and the result was fatal. 





1.04 Nf6 2, Nc3 d5 3, е5 №4 
4, Nxo4 de 5, d3 BES 6, Be3 e6 
L. de Oxd] 8, Rxd] Bxe4 9, Ra? 


Although 9. c3 may be better, Ra? 
allows an eventual doubling of the 
Rooks on the d-file. Either way, 
White has a fine game. 


с е7 
White has developed effortlessly 
and has permanently damaged 
Black's pawn-structure. Black must 
now contest the d-file before White 
invades the seventh rank. 


?! d 1 
Вхс2 17. Вхс5 Вхс5 18, Кхс5 


White has now won a pawn, an 
easy task since Black's pawns were 
doubled and isolated. Black now 
must play for a draw with his 
Bishop to Knight advantage. 
However, this is very difficult for 
Black psychologically, when his 
opponent is so much lower rated. 


18. ...Bd3 19, Rel Rac8 20, Rxc8 
Rxc8 21, Nf4 Bb5 22. Rd1 h6 
23. b3?! 


Better was 23. Rd2, but White has 
an ingenious idea. 





This maneouver chases Black's 
Bishop to the edge of the board and 
it becomes hard for Black to protect 
his Bishop and a7 pawn. White 
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probably had this in mind when she 
played 23. b3. Now Black begins to 
fall apart. 


26. ...Be8? 
Necessary was 26. ...Bd5, after 
which White may simplify into a 


Rook and pawn ending with a pawn 
advantage. Of course, Black refuses 
to give up all winning chances by 
entering the "defendable" position. 
Instead he tries desparately to 
complicate. 


7. К48 К/8 28. Na6 Rxb c7 
Ke7 
The price that Black pays for 


grabbing the b-pawn is not quite as 
high as a piece, for he will get it 
back. However, White can now 
simplify into won Rook and pawn 
ending. 


_Rxe8+ Kd7 
32. Rxa7-- Kc6 


32. ... Rb7 would have also lost 
after 33. Rxb7-- Kxb7 34. Kf2 Kb6 
35. Ke3 Ka5 36. Kd4 Kxa4 

37. Kc5-d6-e7-xf7 etc. 


a8! Kxc7 


R 4. Rxg7 Kd4 
34. Rg6 Ke3 


Absolute desperation; White’s next 
move should force resignation. 


+36 7, Rxh6 
Rgl 38. Rg6 1-0 


An off-day for the nationally- 
ranked Talamantez, but there will 
be other days. As for Miss Allen, 
she finished the tournament with a 
commendable 3 points out of five. 
Unfortunately, she didn’t achieve a 
2800 performance rating as some 
had hoped. 
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White: Mike Chan (1949) 
Black: Andy McManus (2098) 
Queen’s Indian Defense 


1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 4. g3 
Ba6 


As we will see later from the game, 
this Bishop placement is not very 
effective if White plays prudently. 
B d + ха2 
d5 8, Bg2 0-0 9, Ne$ 
White announces his intentions to 
attack Black's King. The Ba6 
placement is beginning to look 


more dubious as White reinforces 
cA. 


0. 0-0 7 4 Rac8 
4 4 е5 
15. де 047 16, ОҺ5 
White now threatens mate in three 
with the manouver Rf3-h3. With 
Black’s pieces all placed on the 
rims of the board, White's position 
looks won. However, Black 
defends accurately and begins to 
use some of his time to think. 
6! 17 7 18, е4!? 
18. RB now fails to Nf5, so White 
fights to control that crucial square 
by allowing some counterplay in 
the center. Black seizes the 
opportunity to exchange off his 
spectator Bishop. 


Ж 





5 кіс c4 Bxc4 20. be 
Rfd8 21, Rab1 Qe8 22. Bh3 Of8 
23. Oh4 


White doesn't want to exchange 
Queens, so he must temporarily 
retreat. 


23. ...Rd4 24. Qe] Rcd8 25. f5! 
The point of Bh3: White's only 
chances lie on the K-side. 
6 7 e f5 
7 e6 fe хеб+ К 
Rbf 


White now has less than five 
minutes left, while Black stil! has 
fifteen. 


4 c5 Rxg5 


34. Rxg5 Oxg5 35, Of6+ Oxf6 
36. Rxf6 Rd8 37. Rf2 Rdl+ 

i Kel 39. c2+ 40. K 
Rxa2 41. Rc7 a5 42, h4 Rb2 43. h5 
a4 44, h6 Kg8 45. Rg7-- Kh8 46, 
Ra7 Kg8 47. Rg7+ 1/2-1/2 
Although Black can afford to give 
up his h-pawn with 47. ...Kf8 
48. Rxh7 Kg7 and try to push his 
queenside pawns, the result should 
still be a draw with correct play by 
White. 
The following fourth round draw 
left Alan Tse leading with 4-0 
going into the final round, but both 
McManus and Chan wanted a piece 
of first regardless of their half-point 
deficit. Tse soon found this out as 
he lost against McManus after de- 
fending very well and then making 
a blunder. (The game Caruz-Chan 
was pretty uneventful until the 
sudden-death endgame came along. 
Unfortunately, the ending was not 
recorded due to time pressure, so 
we did not include it in our report.) 


White: Andy McManus 


Black: Alan Tse (1892) 
Irregular Modern Defence 


.е4 р6 2. 44 Во7 3, Мс3 сб 


The usual move here is ...d6, but 
often Black has to push c6 sooner 
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or later. 


4. Bc4 e6?1 5. Qd3 

A better, more positional approach 
would have been 5. e5. But being 
an the attacking player, McManus 
opts for a tactical game. Of course, 
none of this is theory. 


2:11:06, ed'ed 7. B63 BS 


е2+ Ое7 е 
Nbd7 11. 0-0-0 0-0?! 
That's asking for it. There is no 
reason why Black shouldn't play 
Be6 and castle Q-side, after all a 
draw would insure shared first at 
the least. 


4 Be b5 14 





Otherwise, Black was threatening 
18. ...h6 winning the Queen. Now 
the open b-file should prove an 
asset for Black, but White’s attack 
comes faster. 
4 0. Nge 

1, Ка аЬ 4 ! 
Nh7 24. Nxe6+ Oxe6 25. Of4 Rbe8 
After this move, I think Black is 
OK. White will have to take time 
out бог КЫ if he wants to maintain 
his attack. McManus puts this off 
temporarily by using his initiative. 

7 t 4 
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Ng5?? 

Much better was ...Qe3+. Tse told 
me after the game that he over- 
looked that the Knight will hang 
with check after Rf4+, otherwise 
Ng5 works. 


f4+ Ke7 30. t Kd7 
31. Rd] Oe3+ 32. КЫ Ое] 


+ Kc8 34. Og4+ 
1-0 


Well, its too bad that the closely 
contested H.S. Champion title had 
to end with a blunder. On a more 
optimistic note, co-Champion and 
second place on tie-breaks winner 
Walter Tu should have a promising 
chess career ahead of him. During 
the weekend of the tournament, he 
and the Independence team stayed 
al my apartment. Walter had one of 
the better scores playing 5-1 time 
odds against me, although he did 
lose some small change. In any 
case, his first rating was 1950 based 
on one game, so this tournament 





should help him a little. What 
impressed me the most was his 
speed chess ability. His official 
WBCA blitz rating is 2013 based 
on ten! Well, Walter didn't have 
very many great games this 
tournament, but here's one which 
looked fairly interesting. 


White: Terry Gillespie (1430) 
Black: Walter Tu (Unr) 
Ruy Lopez 
1. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 Nd4 
4. Nxd4 4 6 


7 


4. Nxd4 Nxd4 5. d3 g6 6. Bc4 Bg7 
7. Qf3 Of6 8. Oxf6 Nxf6 9. Na3 c6 
10. Bf4 0-0 11. Bb3 Re8 12. 0-0-0 
c4 4. Nd6 Re7 
һб 16. Кае] Ваб 17. [3 Ne8 18. h4 
Nxd6 19. Bxd6 R7e8 20, g4 Rac8 
9 


Rd3+ 39, Ke4 Re2# 0-1 


Barcelona World Cup 


World Champion Garri Kasparov caught tournament leader in the 
last round of this super-strong event. Nigel Short held Ljubojevic to 
a draw while Kasparov defeated former Champion Boris Spassky. 


1.-2. WC Garri Kasparov 
GM Ljubomir Ljubojevic 
3З. GM Valery Salov 
4. GM Viktor Korchnoi 
5.-6. GM Robert Huebner 
GM Nigel Short 
a GM Predrag Nikolic 
8.-12. GM Zoltan Ribli 
GM Boris Spassky 
GM Alexander Belyavsky 
GM Rafael Vaganian 
GM Artur Yusupov 
13. GM Jon Speelman 
14.-15.GM Johann Hjartarson 
GM Yasser Seirawan 
16-17. GM Miguel Illescas 
GM Jesus Nogueiras 


URS 11 
JUG 

URS 10 
SWZ 9.5 
FRG 9 
ENG 

JUG 8 
HUN 73 
FRA 

URS 

URS 

URS 

ENG 7 
ISL 6.5 
USA 

ESP 5.5 
СОВ 
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"THERE IS NO CONTROVERSY" 
interview by Bill Wall 






While in Seattle I had the opportunity to interview 
Florencio Campomanes, President of FIDE (World 
Chess Federation). Here is part of that interview. 


Bill Wall: How many countries are now in FIDE? 


Florencio Campomanes: There are now 128 federations 
in FIDE. The newest members are Vietnam and Nepal. 
FIDE is the second largest sports organization outof 169 
countries in the world. Only soccer is larger. 


BW: Where does the funding come from for major FIDE 
events? 


FC: Funding comes from sponsors of a hosting country. 
FIDE decides who wins the bid and organizes the event 
by certain regulations. Players are given first considera- 
tion to a playing site. Financial considerations are next 
considered. 


BW: How many countries have you visited as FIDE 
President? 


FC: {have been in 112 countries promoting chess. It has 
been very enjoyable and I wouldn't do it if I didn't enjoy 
ії, Поме to meet people in general. I especially like to 
meet the rank and file players. It permits me to see the 
chess situation in each country. That way I am in a better 
position to solve whatever chess problems they might 
have. Knowing the federations is the reason for my 
travel. 


BW: Do you have time to play chess? 


FC: I enjoy chess but I don't play competitive chess 
anymore. I love to play blitz chess whenever I can. | have 
played in active chess events. I maintain a 2245 rating. 


BW: What is your opinion of active chess? 


FC: I support it very much. Many players left the game 
because they didn’t have the time like they used to for 
regular chess. Now we can measure their current playing 
strength in another medium. There are a number of new 
Players wecan attract. Active chess is in keeping with the 
present tempo. 


BW: Will FIDE have a different rating system for active 
chess? 


Florencio Campomanes — Exclusive 





FC: We intend to have a separate rating list for active 
chess. This list will probably come out in September. 
FIDE players will have two figures, one for normal chess 
and one for active chess. 


BW: Any news on Bobby Fischer? 


FC: haven't seen him in seven years. I gave six years of 
my life trying to bring him back to chess from 1975 to 
1981. All kinds of cities and perspective opponents were 
arranged. In October of 1981 I failed in a last attempt to 
get him to play. We agreed on the terms of conditions for 
a match in Hong Kong. But Bobby changed his mind. He 
raised the ante. The original agreement was $500,000 
guaranteed for him and another $500,000 from the pro- 
ceeds. He wanted me to guarantee the second $500,000. 
The banks don’t change their agreements very easily. T 
met him at the San Francisco airport at 11 pm on my Way 
to the Philippines. We went to downtown San Francisco 
going from one restaurant to another. We had a great time 
but I had to go and couldn't convince Bobby to play this 
chess match. It was then that I decided it might be easier 
to become President of FIDE than get Fischer to play 
chess. 


BW: Any comments on the Calvo affair controversy? 


FC: There is no controversy. 100 members of FIDE 
made a decision and we stuck by it. There are dissenting 
voices. As strong and loved as they may be, they are a dis- 
tinct minority. Here is aman, Spanish IM Ricardo Calvo, 
who had written most unpleasant things about FIDE. The 
Congress saw fit to declare him persona non grata. That 
is the right of an organization and its members to defend 
itself. There are valid definitions of freedom of the press. 
There is no monopoly in the definitions. 


BW: What is you feeling about the Grandmasters Asso- 
ciation and their demands for a more active role in 
determining the rules for the World Championship? 


FC: We passed in Dubai recommendations that we 
negotiate such agreements with the GMA. There was no 
unanimous decision on accepting more on the role of the 
GMA. 


BW: Thank you for your time. 
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TOURNAMENT TOUGH: 

Sometimes an offbeat idea 10, h3 Bh5 

developed early in one’s chess Even here, 10. ... Bd7 is better. The 
career can become a powerful Bishop is better placed on the 
weapon for winning games. Several Queenside because White can break 
years ago I was studying the Ruy the pin by an eventual g4, and 


Lopez. While I was playing over 
some games, I found that I liked the 
Kingside attack that White got in 
certain variations, but Black could 
play a lot of variations that would 
avoid these kind of positions. 
However, I discovered that if I 
played 5. d3 and stabilized the 
center then I could attack on the 
Kingside. One of my first games 
with this opening allowed me to 
upset a much higher rated player. 


White: Ng (1717) 
Black: Hobbs (2102) 
Ruy Lopez 
1, 64 e5 2. ND Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 
4, Ba4 Nf6 5, d3 


The normal move here is 0-0. By 
playing 5. d3, White stabilizes the 
center and threatens to win a pawn 
with 6. Bxc6 and 7. Nxe5. 





-0 d6 8. c e 4?! 


The Bishop should stay on the 
Queenside, so Bb7 or Bd7 would 
be better. 


Black gets into trouble by leaving 
the bishop on the Kingside because 
it prevents him from playing Re8, 
Bf8, g6, and Bg7 which could help 
him defend the Kingside. 


11. Nbd2 Na5 12. Bc2 c5 
Black follows the plan of expand- 
ing on the Queenside. 


13. Nf1 Nd7 14, g4 

With a stable center, White 
proceeds to attack on the Kingside. 
The Queen's Knight will go to f5, 
and White will attack along the g- 
file. 


14. ...Bg6 15. Ng3 Rc$ 16. Kl2 


To make room for the Rook on gl. 


16. ...b4 17, c4 Nc6 18. Rel Nd4 
19. Nxd4 cxd4 20, Nf5 Nc5 21. f4 
7 Охе7 


White now employs a common 
strategy used with pawn chains. 
With locked pawns, the strategy is 
to attack the base. In this game, 
White's pawn chain extends from 
d3 to {5 and Black's pawn chain is 
from f6 to d4. Thus, Black’s base is 
£7 and White proceeds to attack it. 


c7 6 6 


This leads to the loss of a piece, but 
after 25. ...h6 White can pile up on 


h6 and the eventual sacrifice Bxh6 
should win for White. 
6 6 7 6 хр6 


and White eventually won. 


From an opening similar to the one 
above, I actually got a Queenside 





Strategies for the Infrequent Player 
k. 


attac 


White: Ng 
Black: Rosenzweig 

Ruy Lopez 
Starting from the above diagram. 
1, с3 d6 8, Nbd2 0-0 9, 0-0 Na5 

e 

. АЗ bxc3 14. bxc3 h6 4 Nh7 
16. Ne3 
Here Ne3 is better than Ng3 
because on e3, the knight controls 


the central squares d5 and c4 in 
addition to f5. 


7. №5 Вхс] 18. Ох 
0167 
Black should work on finishing his 
development (e.g. Qc7 followed by 
Bb7 and then occupying the b-file 
with his Rooks). 
19. Kg2 Bb7 20. Qa3 Nc6 21. Rabl 
Ка7? 


A horrible place for the Rook, 
Black should play a Rook to the b- 
file. 





This prevents potential Kingside 
counterplay from ...g6 and ...Ng5, 
but White really doesn't have to 
worry too much about this. White 
should have continued with 23. Rb6 


= оо г» | оз сус e oa шъ оч! = ese Sse ee 


т 
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by NM Matt Ne 


which is more consistent with 12. ...Re8 13, h3 Bf8 14. Nh4 g6 Bg7? 
White's Queenside attack (it also 2. [4 exf4 16 4 Bg7 17 Loses by force but 33. ...f5 34. exf6 





prevents Black from trading off c6 18 LI 0.e Qxf4 35. Rxf4 Bf7 36. hxg6 hxg6 
White's powerful Knight because if — Nd7 21, d4 cxd4 37. Nxf7 Kxf7 (not 37. ...Rxf7 
Black plays 23. ...Ne7 then White 21. ...f6!? because of 38. Bxg6) 38. Rg4 Rg8 
could play 24. Rxd6 trapping 22. cxd4 Nc4 39. Bg7! (threatening 40. Bxg6+) 
Black's Queen). ^» im Ee Bxg7 40. fxg7+ Kxg7 41. Rxg6+ 
23. ..Ne7 24, Nxe7+ Oxe7 25, Rb6 22-46! Kh8 42. Rh6+ Kg7 43. Rh7+ only 
Rca8 26. Reb] Bc8? 23. Nxc4 bxc4 24, Bg5 Qb4 delays the result. 
| Loses the Exchange. Black could or ee Rd 4 7 7 + 
have tried 26. ...a5 so that he could 36. Of6 Od7 37, Nxh7+ 10 
play 27. ... Ba6 after White's 27. Not 27. ...Qxa2?? because 28. Bc3 In these games, White's attack was 
02. followed by 29. Ral traps the вних aS he kept the 
1, Всб ха8 Mosen, center stable before launching a 
and White Won on move 44. 28. Bh6 Bh8? flank attack. White then used a 
[ refined this attack in my later Leaving the Bishops on the board space advantage on a particular side 
games. I found that I could like this helps White's attack. Black — of the board to bring more pieces 
sometimes save a tempo by should be concentrating on the into the attack than Black could 
maneuvering my Queen's Knightto —— Qucenside more (28. ...c3!?). bring to the defense. In particular: 
the Kingside before castling. In the . Ng5 0. h4 4 an EE pik 
w ing’ stabilize the center, the Queen's 
p келен Бей the defense pi BL. «Dip? in nish ЙЫЛ ЕЕЕ 
| saved two tempi. мл ант ” , Kingside, and open files were used 
1. ...Na7 f] КЫ7 33 to bring the Rooks the attack. 
White Ne кран 
Black: Towbin 
Ruy Lopez Ты ENT LEM OE 





The first six moves are the same as 
in the above games. 


2,5248, 35420-09. Nf] Na Вс? с 7 12. 0-0 77 EE g ` | WE ‚ ^ x 
Comparing this game with the last 
one, Black has played similar 
moves, but White has maneuvered 
his Queen's Knight to e3 where it 
exerts pressure on the center and is 
prepared to help the attack on the 
Kingside. Hence, by delaying 
castling, White has been able to 
improve the Queen Kni ght's X E 
position from the relatively passive б E КЕН к MA. м 
d2 square to the much more active | "PN | 

&) square, 





А 
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PRESENTING THE CLASSICS 


Capablanca's crystal clear position 
play makes chess look easy...until 
you probe behind the individual 
moves and see what deep, artistic 
planning was involved. 


White: Aron Nimzovitch 
Black: Jose Capablanca 
St. Petersburg, 1914 
Four Knights' Defense 


l. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Nc3 NÍ6 

4. Bb5 d6 

Preferring strategic simplicity to the 
complex variations stemming from 
4...Bb4 (Panov). 


2.44 В47 6, Bxc6 Bxc6 7, Qd3 
White’s maneuver begun on move 
six works out well for him only if 
he castles long (Panov). 
7....ed 8. Nxd4 g6 

A novel idea, brought out on the 
spur of the moment, with the 
intention of putting White on his 
own resources (Capablanca). Safer 
would have been 8...Be7 (Burn). 


9. Nxc6 
More consistent is 9. Bg5 Bg? 
10. 0-0-0 (Panov). 


....Dxc6 10. Qa6 
12. Qxa7 Bg7 


No critic would have ventured to 
characterize a position such as this 
as favorable to Black had it not 
been for the grand and convincing 
tale which this particular example 
unfolds (Euwe). 


13. 0-0 
White is now a pawn ahead, with a 
perfectly safe game, and it is 
surprising that he should have lost 
(Burn). 

‚0-0 





7 11. Qb7 Rc8 


Black is a pawn behind, but all his 
forces are now deployed and ready 
for maneuvering (Capablanca). 





14. Qa6 

White decides on defensive 
measures. It is remarkable how the 
gain of a pawn is apt to make a 
player overcautious, almost as 
possessions frequently do in real 
life (Euwe). 

14... Rfe8 

Attacks the e-pawn, immobilizing 
White's Knight and compelling a 
defensive move (Znosko- 
Borovsky). 

15. Оаз 

This makes the sixth move with the 
Queen (Capablanca). 

15....Оеб! 

Attacking the e-pawn once more 
and preparing the important 
maneuver, Nd7-e5-c4. 

16. 3 

Black's first attack is at an end. 
The Rook's move liberated the 
Queen, the Queen moved to make 
room for the Knight and the Knight 
will retreat temporarily to open the 
way for the Bishop (Znosko- 
Borovsky). 


16....М47 


Preparatory to a strong Knight and 
Bishop attack on the Queen side. 
By correct play White should 
probably defend himself and win 
with his extra pawn, but the best 
line is hard to find (Burn). 

17. Ba2 

Better drawing chances are offered 


by 17. Bf4 in order to answer 
17....Ме5 with 18. Be5 


17....Ме5 18. Ое2 Nc4 

Quite suddenly Black's attack has 
broken out in full force. White 
cannot play 19. b3 because of 
19....В44-" 20. КҺІ Мха2 

21. Qxd2 0е5 22. f4 Bxc3 (Euwe). 


19. Rab] Ra8 

The real attack begins. If White 
now plays 20. b3, then 20....Nxd2 
21. Qxd2 Ra3 , and the a-pawn 
must go (Capablanca). 

20. a4 

Probably intending b3 to follow 
(Burn). 

20.... Nxd2 21. Oxd2 Oc4! 

Hitting the nail on the head. White 
is tied up, he can no longer play b3, 
his a-pawn is doomed, and his b- 
pawn also stands a poor chance 
(Euwe). 


22. Ríd] 

Now White is willing to part with 
his extra pawn by 22...Bxc3 

23. Qxc3 Qxc3 24. bc Rxa4 in 
hopes of squeezing a draw out of 
the resultant Rook ending (Panov). 
22. ...Reb8 

Decisive. The immediate threat is 
23...Rxb2 and 24...Bxc3 (Panov). 
23. Qe3 

Comparatively best is 23. Qd3 


— — G m — ————— a 
—— 1 ~ - К" 
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by NM Richard Shorman 


Qc5+ 24. Kh1 КЬ4 25. Ne2, 
returning the pawn but freeing the 


26. Rxd4 


Knight (Panov). Knight (Panov). Black is now the 
23... Rb4! Exchange ahead and will soon 
Threatening 24....Bd4 (Znosko- regain his pawn. The rest is simply 
Borovsky). a matter of time (Capablanca). 

24. Og5 Bd4+ 25. Kh] Rab8 


White's game now collapses like a 
house of cards. He is threatened 
with the loss of a piece by 

26....Bc3 (Euwe). 


since 31. Qf2 fails against 
31....Rxc2 32. Qxc2 Qxh4+ 
33.Кр1 Охе1- 


Superb Productions/Academic Games (ASUC) presents the 


Forced in view of the threat to his 


26....0xd4 27, Rd] Oc4 28. h4 
Rxb2 29, Od2 Ос5 30, Rel Qh5 


Black wins the h-pawn outright, 


Shattering White's last illusion: 
40....Rxa7? 41. Ne4! Qb6 42. Qh6 
(Panov). The apparently simple 
moves in this game are in reality of 
a very complicated nature, and they 
all obey a preconceived plan 
(Capablanca). 


41. КМ Еха7 0-1 


Berkeley Class Struggle June 24—25, 1989 


MLKing Student Union, Bancroft at Telegraph 
University of California Berkeley campus 


Swiss pairings in seven sections, 4 rounds 





After 6/20 entry fees are $5 more, 


Prizes $1700 ABSOLUTELY GUARANTEED. 10 Grand Prix points. 


after 10:00 a.m. 6/24 $10 more 






Rated players may play up one class; foreign Unr. placed at TD discretion 


Prizes will be mailed. 

EF Adjustments Entry refunded to GMs, IMs who complete play 

UCB students $10 less 
Membership US Chess Federation membership is required (available at site) 
Schedule Registration Sat. 9-10 (extra late fee after 10), 

Rounds Sat. 11, 5; Sun. 10, 4:30ur rounds start on time. 
Time Control 40/2 then 25/1. 
Chief Tournament Director Associate National Director Andrew Lazarus 
Organizer /Information 


Wheelchair access. No Smoking, No Computer entries. 


UCB Campus Chess Club 
Dx ASUC Superb 


201 Student Union 
UC Berkeley, CA 94720 


Peter Yu, 415/642-7511no phone entries. 
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RANDOM CHESS 


White: FM Richard Lobo 
Black: IM Elliott Winslow 
1989 People's Tmt. 
King's Indian Defense. 


d6 5. f3 0-0 6. Bg5 Nc6 7. Nge2 a6 
8. 042 Ке8 9. 0-0-0 

In this sharp variation White plays 
for mate with h4-h5 and Bhóxg7. 
Black gets counterplay with b5 and 
sometimes e5. The move Re8 
prepares e5 and enables Bh8 in 
response to Bh6. 


9. В 


Usually Black must prepare this 
move with Rb8; the move order lets 
him save a tempo. 


10. Qe3 


A clever idea, but very dangerous. 
The logical move was 10.h4 when 
Cebab-Ivarovic Budva 1981 went 
10. ...Na5 11. Ng3 c6 12. h5 Qc7 
13. hg fg 14. Bh6. Black eventually 
lost after e5, but Bh8 is more 
rational. Even so, I prefer White's 
position. 

e 1? 


Taking advantage of the unusual 
position of the Bg5 and Qe3, which 
usually inhabit e3 and d2. On the 
ordinary Nd7, since 12. f4 f6 is no 
good, White presumably planned 
12. e6 Nb6 13. ef-- Kxf7 14. h4 
with a dangerous attack. 

12. МА 

To control d5; 12. Ng3 Nfd5 

13. Nxd5 Мха 14. Ое4 Веб (ог 
Nb6) is unattractive at first sight, 
but perhaps White should play this 
way. Although 14. ...Be6 15. Вхс4 
Nc3 16. bec Bxc4 should be good 
for Black, 17. h4 is still annoying. 





To take all the knights. Instead, 
Lobo's idea 13. Rel, to really 
threaten ef, is interesting. The 
players produced the line 13. ...Bf5 
14. ef ef (14. ... Nc2!? 15. Qd2 
Nxel 16. fg or 15. ...ef 16. Rxe8 
Qxe8 17. Bh4 g5 18. g4 seems too 
adventurous) 15. Qxe8+ Qxe8 

16. Rxe8+ Rxe8 17. Bh4 g5 

18. Nfxd5 Nxd5 19. Nxd5 gh 

20. Bxc4 Be6. If White now avoids 
21. Nxc7 Rc8 or 21. Ne3 Bh6 he 
has chances based on Black’s six 
isolated pawns. This will not be 
easy, for example 21. Rel f5 

22. Nf4 Bh6 23. g3 hg 24. hg Bxf4 
25. gf Rd8 26. Bxe6 fe 27. Rxe6 
Rxd4 28. Rxa6 Rxf4 29. Rc6 Rxf3 
30. Rxc7 produces an exciting race. 
Better is 21. ...Bh6+ 22. Kdl 

(22. f4 Rd8 23. Nxf6+ (23. Ne7+ 
Kf8 24. Nc6 Bxf4+ 25. Kc2 Rd6) 
Kg7 26. Nh5- Kg6 27. Be2 Rxd4) 
Rd8 and Black is OK. 


However, 14. g4, maintaining the 
tension, looks good for White: 

14. ...Nc2 15. Qf2 Nxel 16. gf h6 
17. Bh4 g5 18. Qxel gh 19. ef ef 
20. Qxh4. 


As 13. ...Nd7 14. Nfxd5 Nxd5 
15. Nxd5 Nxe5 16. Nxe7+ Rxe7 


17. de or 13. ...Bf5 14. g4 Bd7 
15. Bhá are good for White, Black 
may have to try 13. ...h6. Now: 


a). 14. ef hg 15. fg (15. fe Qd6 A 
Bf6 is OK for Black) gf 16. Qxf4 
Kxg7 seems playable for Black 
although h4-h5 is a problem. 


b). 14. Bh4 Nh7 15. e6 g5 16. ef+ 
Kxf7 17. Ne6 Qd6 18. Nxg7 Kxg7 
19. Bg3 Qg6, also OK for Black. 
Finally, consider the quiet 

13. ...Bd7, A 14. Bh4 c6 15. a3 a5, 
but this seems dubious. 


P3 та7 
Irresistible. 


14. ab 

Ditto, but this gives Black a 
permanent initiative. Instead, 

14. Rel looks good; the variations 
above are strenghened by Black's 
additional hanging piece. Also 
reasonable were moves like 

14. Bh4, 14. Qd2 or 14. g4. 


14. ...ab 15. Nb] 
More logical than 15. Nce2, when 


there could follow 15. Ral+ 
16. Kd2 Raz. 


15...66 


Positional chess in the middle of a 
tornado! On the direct 15. ...Bf5 
16. g4 Bxb1 17. Kxb1 Q47 18. e6 
Ral+ (18. ...Qa4 19. ef+ Kxf7 
20. Qe6+ Kf8 21. Bxc4) 19. Kxal 
Оа4+ 20. КЪ1 Охӣ1+ 21. Ос1 
Qxd4 22. ef+ Kxf7 23. Bxf6 Bxf6 
24. Nxd5 White is fighting hard. 


16. 042 


Running away form the e-file. On 
16. g4 Nxg4 17. fg Bxg4 is 
possible. Black has four pawns for 
two pieces and annoying threats 
like Bf5, f6 and h6. 
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16....Оа5 

Again playing quietly, with Lobo in 
his customary time pressure; once 
more ...Bf5 was possible, but after 
17. Nd3 White might survive, e.g. 
17. ...cd 18. g4. 


17. g4 Bxg4 





Another critical position. The most 
obvious moves are 18. fg and 
18. ef: 


a). 18. fg Ne4 19. Qg2 Nxg5 20. h4 
Ne4 (20. ...Ne6 21. Nxe6 fe 22. h5 
is good) 21. Bxc4 dc 22. Qxe4 c3 
23. Rh2 and defends. Instead, 

19. ...f6, spurning the piece, is 
possible: 20. ef (20. Bh4 fe 21. de 
Bxe$, or 20. bxc4 fg 21. Qxe4 

(21. Ne6! is good) gf) ef 21. Bh4 
85. Black can still cause trouble 
vith 18. ...c3 removing the target 
on c4 and indeed, this looks OK for 
him on 19. Qg2 Ne4. 


b). 18. ef BfS. This has a threat. — 
this 19. fg Bxb1 20. Kxb1 Оа1+ 

21. Kc2 b3+ 22. Ke3 Оа5#. Hence 
White should play something to 43. 


For comparison return to move 

I7. ef directly. Now 17. ...ef 

I8. Bh4 Bf5 is similar. Here are 
some possibilities: 19. Nd3 cd 

20. Nxd3 Bxd3 21. Qxd3 Bh6+ 
winning, i.e. 22. Kc2 Re3 23. 042 
03424. Kc1 Re2. 
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by FM David Glueck 


Better is 20. g4 when Black could 
try 20. ...Re2 hoping for 21. Bxe2 
de 22. Qxe2 Bxb1 23. Kxb1 when 
23. ...b3 wins nicely on 24. Ксі 
Bf8 A Bb4, and if 25. Bel Bh6+. 
Unfortunately, White has 22. gf 
with an extra piece. 


Instead 20. g4 Qa2 compels 

21. Bxd3 Bxd3 22. Qxd3 Bh6+ 
(hoping for 23. Nd2 Re3 (diagram) 
24. Qb1 Qc4+ 25. Nxc4 Кс38; от 
24. Qc2 Black has 24. ...Qal+ 

25. Qb1 Rc3+ 26. bc Qxc3 27. Qc2 
Ral#) 23. g5 fg 24. Bg3 (or 

24. Bel) and White might survive 
but Black has three pawns and the 
attack for the piece. 


The addition of the moves 17. g4 
Bxg4 means that Black has lost a 
tempo for ef. Thus, by analogy, 

18. ef ef 19. Bh4 BfS is horrid for 
White who has lost a possibility of 
g4-g5 in response to Bh6+. Instead 
19. fg fg 20. Nfe2 Qal is also good 
for Black as the b2 square will melt 
on R2 plus c3. 


Returning to 18. ef BfS White 
should play 19. Bd3 ef 20. Bxf5 fg 
21. Nh5 with some counterchances. 
Alternately, 19. ...cd 20. fg Qa2 
21. Nxd3 does not cut it for Black. 
In the above line with 21. Nh5 
Black should probably play 

21. ...Bh8 A Reb8 plus c3; the 
correct evaluation of this position is 
not clear, but I am sure that Black 
is doing well. Finally, I should 
mention the line 18. ef ef 19. Bxf6 
Bxf6 20. fg Re4 with good play on 
either 21. Ne2 Rxg4 or 22. Bg2 
Rxd4 (watch b2). 


18. Bxf6 ВІ5 19, В43 
19. Nd3 ef 20. ef Bf8 is good. 
19. Bxg7 Bxbl 20. Bh6 c3 wins 


and here 20. Bd3 Bxd3 21. Nxd3 

Оа1+ 22. Kc2 b34 23. Kc3 Оа5+ 
leads to mate; 20. Nd3 Qal 

21. Qxb4 (21. Qh6 c3) Reb8 is no 
better. 

19. Bxd3 20. Nxd3 ef6 21. ef 


The ending after 21. Nxb4 fe 

22. Nxc6 Qxd2+ is good for Black. 
l. ...Bf8 

Keeping the b4 pawn. With his flag 

up Lobo now goes down fast, but 

his position is very difficult. 

22. Ne5 


22. Nc5!?, but at worst Black has 
22. ...BxcS. 





a 4? 


But even 23. f4 c3 24. Qc2 Ехе5 
25. de Ra2 wins. 





That was fun, but what does it al] 
mean? Winslow’s comment is 
right: a good practical try, but 
needs more testing. 


CCJ announces a donny- 
brook of the year contest. 
If it looks like this game, 
send it to the CCJ office! 
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Thursday March 23 
A day off, on the town 


Today is the break, as the Amateur 
sections begin. The turnout in the 
five class tournaments is approxi- 
mately 660, 200 fewer than 1988. 
Needless to say this is very 
disappointing to Jose Cuchi and the 
tournament directors, especially as 
there is no obvious reason. The 
days scheduled are the same as 
previous years, with Easter Sunday 
being the final day. What this will 
mean to future New York Opens is 
unclear, but such a low turnout is a 
bad omen. 


For the International players, today 
is the day to see New York. The 
Polgars sisters are off to give a 
simul for city schoolchildren, while 
hardcore chess players go to the 
Manhattan Chess Club for the 
WBCA NY Open Blitz Champion- 
ship. The fourteen player tourna- 
ment is very strong and is won by 
Soviet FM Dreev with 11/13. 
Another Soviet, Epishin, comes in 
second with 10, making the day a 
complete success for the Soviets. 


Friday March 24 
Round 5 


Refreshed from the rest day, play 
heats up in spite of the quick draw 
on board one between Torre and 
Benjamin. Petursson lets Lobron 
off the hook when he fails to make 
a winning piece sacrifice in the 
ending. Gulko bests Rohde on third 
board, but the real crowd pleaser is 
Seirawan's defeat at the hands of 
Dzindzihashvili on board four. 
Others are having a tough time 
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though. GM Dlugy, tenth ranked at 
2570, draws his fifth consecutive 
game today, all against lower rated 
players. Even the “weak” players 
are 2450. 


Off the top boards, Browne 
succumbs to Mikhail Gurevich, 
allowing Gurevich to join the 
leaders at 4. Fifteen players follow 
at 3.5. Kamsky manages to hold his 
adjournment against Igor Ivanov 
when Ivanov blunders away his 
extra pawn. 


Saturday March 25 
Round 6 


‘The combination of the weekend 
and the concurrent running of the 
Amateur sections swells attendance 
to about three hundred today, and 
the spectators witness a fighting 
round. On the top boards, Gulko- 
Petursson is drawn, but the next six 
games are decisive. Mikhail 
Gurevich takes out Benjamin - after 
this game Benjamin is no longer a 
major factor in the tournament. 
Lobron essays the Bishop's 
opening against Torre and is 
successful. The highlight of the 
round is Dzindi vs. Polugaevsky, as 
Dzindzi sacs a piece in the opening 
for an attack. He eventually winds 
up with three pawns for his in- 
vested Knight, but Polugaevsky 
provides convincing proof that 
there may be something to his new 
book The Art of Defence in Chess 
by riding the Knight to victory. 
Ehlvest proves unable to handle 
Fedorowicz's Benko Gambit. 
Soviet FM Alexy Dreev (2520) 
downs deFirmian. Dreev must be 
the world's highest rated FM, but 
higher titles are no doubt on the 
way. Smyslov drops his first game 
of the tournament, to Helgi 
Olafsson. All of this means that 





Lobron and Gurevich share the lead 
at 5. Those in second place with 4.5 
are down to eight in number, so the 
tournament is beginning to take 
shape. 

Kamsky is fast becoming the kid to 
watch. This time he defeats Miles. 
With two wins and four draws 
against players rated 2520 and up, 
Kamsky looks to be on his way to a 
GM norm. 


Sunday March 26 
Round 7 


On board one Lobron manages to 
hold a pawn down Rook ending 
against Gurevich, and with all the 
other draws they remain in the lead 
at 5.5. The two decisive games are 
Alburt “Benkoing” Seirawan into 
submission and Judit Polgar 
miscombining against Igor Ivanov. 
The group at 5 is now Alburt, 
Dreev, Fedorowicz, Gulko, Ivanov, 
Kudrin, Olafsson, Petursson, 
Polugaevsky and Razuvaev. 
Kamsky is finally stopped, quite 
fittingly by elder statesman Vasily 
Smyslov. Ironically, in the USSR 
Kamsky has defeated all of 
Smyslov's students, so the former 
champion is familiar with 
Kamsky's games. 

Monday March 27 

Round 8 


Gulko (5) 1/2 Lobron (5.5) 
Gurevich M (5.5) 1/2 P'gaevsky (5) 
Kudrin (5) 1/2 Dreev (5) 
Fedorowicz (5) 1-0 Razuvaev (5) 
Petursson (5) 1/2 Ivanov I (5) 
Olafsson (5) 1-0 Alburt (5) 


Gulko-Lobron and Gurevich- 
Polugaevsky are colorless on one 
and two, but everywhere else there 
is violence. Fedorowicz topples 
Razuvaev with the Lopez and 
Olafsson is less than impressed 
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with Alburt’s “Benkoish” antics, so 
Fedorowicz and Olafsson join 
Lobron and Gurevich at six. Igor 
Ivanov fails to put away Petursson 
in an ending with Queen vs. Rook 
and Knight. Ivanov's endings have 
been his downfall this tournament, 
as in his games with Lobron, 
Kamsky and Petursson he should 
have 2.5 points instead of just one. 


In the lower score groups, deFir- 
mian put the two Bishops to good 
use in grinding down Fishbein to 
join ten others at 5.5. Such a large 
group in second place will preclude 
short draws in the final round. Also 
at 5.5 is the relatively unknown 
Soviet player Epishin, due to his 
smash of Torre in this round. 
Untitled and rated 2465, Epishin 
has been knocking off GM's left 
and right, dropping a point only to 
Polugaevsky. After losing to 
Smyslov last round, Kamsky is 
loday set back by Judit Polgar, the 
loumament's youngest competitor. 
With one round to go, some 
attention focuses on title norm 
possibilities. The leading candi- 
dates for GM norms are Dreev 

(with 5.5/8 and a tough schedule, 
Dreev merely needs to appear), 
Epishin, Igor Ivanov and Judit 
Polgar. Epishin and Ivanov need 
draws, while Judit must win in 

order to make her first GM norm. 


Numerous people have chances for 
IM norms. 


Tuesday March 28 
Round 9 


Lobron (6) 1/2 Olafsson (6) 

Gurevich M(6) 0-1 Fedorowicz (6) 
Їнапом 1 (5.5) 0-1 Сико (5.5) 

Dreev (5.5) 1/2 Dolmatov (5.5) 
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Polugaevsky (5.5) 1-0 Kudrin (5.5) 
Gufeld (5.5) 1/2 deFirmian (5.5) 
R'm'nishin (5.5) 1/2 Petursson (5.5) 
Epishin (5.5) 1/2 Ehlvest (5) 


Fedorowicz becomes the hero of 
the day by downing Gurevich with 
Black. Gurevich's resignation 
prompts an outburst of applause 
and cheering —an American is 
going to win the NY Open! Lobron 
obtains a nice position, going into 
the ending with a well posted 
Knight on d5 against Olafsson's 
bad Bishop, but the position 
becomes blocked. When Lobron 
repeats moves for the third time, 
Olafsson claims the draw. Gulko 
rolls Ivanov, dashing the latter's 
GM norm hopes. The other decisive 
game features Polugaevsky 
sacrificing his way to victory in 
twenty-four moves over Kudrin. 
The Epishin-Ehlvest game is the 
last to finish, with Epishin securing 
his GM norm by holding a tough 
Rook ending against compatriot 
Ehlvest. 
In the norm race, Judit Polgar did 
not gain any advantage against 
Dzindzi's Center-Counter Defense 
and the game is drawn. Judit 
remains as the only Polgar sister 
without a GM norm, a circumstance 
not likely to last much longer. 
Kamsky rebounds from consecutive 
defeats with a win over IM Patrick 
Wolff, making an IM norm in the 
process. Others making IM norms 
are Michael Brooks (USA), Zsofia 
Polgar, and Alek Wojtkiewicz 
(Poland). 

EN PASSANT 
Afterwards, Fedorowicz had this to 
say about winning: "I was trying to 
play according to the position's 
requirements. I wasn't trying to 


17 
beat anyone - I was just playing the 
game." However, the large number 
of phone calls and appearances 
from the media were more 
interested in the defection of Gata 
Kamsky and his father. Oddly, 
those of us in the Penta were 
among the last to learn of this twist 
in the tournament. Word spread | 
slowly until the phone began to 
ring. 

The tournament was smoothly run 
by Chief Arbiter Carol Jarecki with 
Assistant Arbiters Joel Salman and 
Adam Gale. This is certainly as 
much due to the players as the 
Aibiters. There were no rules 
disputes, so our only problems were 
setting up in the morning and 
controlling the spectators during the 
playing session. 

The tournament bulletins were 
produced by Luis B. Hoyos-Millan 
of Ajedrez Universal Chess 
Magazine, and generously supplied 
to CCJ by Labate's Chess Center of 
Los Angeles. 


A complete list of prizewinners 


ears on the next page. 
- White: WGM Élena 


Akhmilovskaya 
Black: GM Mikahi Suba 
Benoni Defense 


1. d4 NÍ6 2, c4 e6 3. Nf3 c5 
Benoniphiles often employ this 
move order to avoid some of the 
critical lines where White delays 
Nf3. 


4. d5 ed 5. cd 46 6, Nc3 g6 7. Nd2 
This avoids Black's 7. ... Bg4 
followed by Bxf3 in response to 
7. e4. 


J. ... Bg7 8. e4 0—0 9. Be2 Na6 
10. 0-0 Nc7 


This setup is Suba's pet variation. 


11. a4 b6 12. Nc4 Ba6 13, f3! 


continued p. 18 
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A useful move, guarding the e- 
pawn. An example of what can 
happen otherwise: 13. Bg5 Qd7 

14. b3 (better 14. £3) Rfe8 15. Qc2? 
Bxc4! 16. bxc4 Nxe4! 17. Nxe4 
Qf5 18. Bd3 Bxa1 19. Nxd6 Qxg5 
20. Nxe8 Nxe8 21. Rxal Qe5 

22. Rc1 Nd6 + Dlugy— Suba, 

N.Y. Open, 1987. 


7 1? 
More aggressive is 14. Bg5 


14, ...Bx04 15. Bxc4 a6 16. Oce2 
Rfb8 17. Rfbl! 


White starts a minority attack. If 


now 17. ... a5 Black would have no 


counterplay on the Queenside and 
White can regroup his pieces to 
break through in the center. 

7 7 7! 
This only weakens his Kingside, 
but Black has no active plan. 

+ ef Og7 


23. Od3 gf 24. Rxb8+ Rxb8 
25. Rb1 Rxb1+ 26. Oxb] Od7 


if 26. ... Bxc3 27. Qb8+ wins. 
27, Bd3 


Aiming her guns on Black's 
vulnerable king. 





7 7 28. Qb e8 29. Ne2 
e5 30. Nf4 Nf6 31. Ne6! Ncxd5 


if 31. ... Nxe6 32. Bxf5! 
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Prize Winners 


GM John Fedorowicz 
GM Boris Gulko 
GM Lev Polugaevsky 
GM Eric Lobron 
GM Helgi Olafsson 
. GM Mikhail Gurevich 

GM Sergey Dolmatov 
GM Nick de Firmian 
GM Vassily Smyslov 
GM Oleg Romanishin 
GM Larry Christiansen 
GM Margeir Petursson 
FM Alexey Dreev 
GM Eduard Gufeld 
V. Epishin 

16-23. GM Jaan Ehlvest 
IM Boris Gelfand 
GM Alexander Chernin 
IM Judit Polgar 
GM Sergey Kudrin 
GM Vladimir Kovacevic 
GM R. Dzindzihashvili 
IM Igor Ivanov 


32. Bxf5 Qc8 33. Oc4 Kh8 34. Oh4 
With all her pieces bearing down, 
the end is near. 
е7 ! 
6. Bxf6+ Kg8 37 + 
38. Nd8+ Kf8 39, Bxe5 dxe5 
40. Of6+ Ke8 41. Nf7! 


With the unstoppable threat of 
42. Qxf5. 
4 74 f5 Oxf? 4 8+ 


е7 44. Охс5-- КІ6 45 б+ 1-0 


(Ganesan) 


White: GM Eric Lobron 
Black: IM Igor Ivanov 


USA 
USA 
USR 
FRG 
ISD 
URS 
URS 
USA 
URS 
URS 
USA 
ISD 
URS 
URS 
URS 
URS 
URS 
URS 
HUN 
USA 
JUG 
USA 








Since the days of Capablanca, such 
endings were assumed to be 
drawn. Black already played the 
useful . ... h5, preventing White 
from pushing h4-h5 and trading his 
RP for Black's NP, creating a 
passer. To make progress, White 
will eventually have to advance his 
e-pawn. 


p "M m => 
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42, Ke3 f5 

Black should also draw by sitting 
on the position. 

43. [2 Rg2 44. cft 

44. Kf4 g54- 45. Kxg5+ Rxg3+ 
should draw. 


44 4+ + 
Ke5 
The dust has settled to a R+2P to a 


R+P ending, which without a 
passer is usually drawn. 


47 2 

Better was 47. ... Ra2 activating 
the Rook, because of... 

48. Rd6* Kg7 


Forced as 48. ... Kg5 is met by 

49. f4+ Kh6 [ 49. ... Kg4? 

50. Rxg6+ wins] 50. Kf3 followed 
by 51. f5 wins. 


49. Kí4 Ra2 50. Rd7 Kf8 

If 50. ... Kf6 51. g5-- Ke6 52. Rg6 
wins. With simple moves, Lobron 
has improved his position to the 
point where it's hard to find a 
drawing line for Black. 


Jl. Kg5 Ra6 


No better is 51. ... Ra3 52. f4 Ra4 
53. Rd6 Ra5-- 54. Kxg6. 


22. [4 Kg8 52. Kh6 Rf6 55, Rd4 
Каб 55, Rb4 Rc6 56. g5 Ra6 

57. Rb7 

Threatening 58. Rg7+ and on 

j7. ... Ra4 58. Kxg6 threatening 
59. Rb8# 


57... КІЗ 58, £5 gf+ 59, g6 1-0 
Not all Rook endings are drawn! 
(Ganesan) 

White: GM Yasser Seirawan 
Black: GM Roman Dzinzichashvili 


19 
White. 
0-1 
(Ganesan) 


White: FM Ashley 
Black: GM Dimitry Gurevich 





The opposite colored bishops do 
not lessen White's problems. 
Black's immediate threat is 





18. ... bS. 
19, К42 f6! 
Threatening 20. ... a5, i 
ла Ж чари For a long time Q+RP vs. Q was 
s Bishop. à 
ш considered generally drawn 

(e.g. see Fine's "Basic Chess 
23. Bd?! Endings"). But recently, studies 
23. ІЗ offers better drawing such as Averbakh's have shown 
chances. that a Rook pawn on the 7th usually 
22... Bxg2 24, Bxb6 Bo4 wins. Thus, the question in the 
Black's 5-3 King side pawn | following game is whether the 

a : pawn can advance that 

majority allows him to create a far. Gurevich accomplishes that 
passer while White's doubled a- with быш Р й 
pawns are easily blocked by a E 
lightsquare Bishop. 64, ... Od]-- 65. Kc7 Oc2* 66. Kb7 

Qg2+ 67, Kb8 Og3+ 68, Kb7 Og7+ 
XT pommes кт; 69, Ka8 Oal+ 70. Kb7 Of6 

11. Qe3+ Kg7 72, Og3+ Kf8 
White’s weakness on the light 73. Oh2« h6 
squares gives Black another pawn. Black's general plan is to use his 
28, Rd] Re2* 29. Kf1 Rxe3« Queen to support his advancing 
30. Kg1 Be2 31. fxe3 Вла] pawn while preventing a perpetual 
A fairly easy win for Black. Even with timely threat of exchanging 
after the better 31. Rxd7 Rd3 White Queens. 
is lost. 74. Ka7 Kg7 75, Ka8 Oa6+ 
32. Kf2 Kf7 33. аб Ва4 34, Вс5 LI t 
Bc635. Ke] h5 26. Kd2 g5 37.27 78. Kb8 Og8* 79. ҚЫ7 ОП?» 
ез 38. Каз Кеб 39, е4 45 80. Kc6 O5 81. Kd6 
Black's pawns are unstoppable. If 81. Qg3+? Qg6+ ; or 81. Qb2+ 
40, ed* Bxd5 41. Bb6 g4 42. Bf2 fS Qf6+; or 81. Qc7+ Kf6. 


81. ... h5 82. Qe5* Kg6 


But not 82. Qxe54? 83. Kxe5 


43. a4 f4 44 a8 45. Kc4 
46. Kd3 46. Kc5 e4 is too slow for 


continued p. 20 
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continued from p.20 


draws. 


83. Og3+ Kh6 84, Oe3+ Og 


The little pawn has completed its 
mission! 
1 + + 
107, Og6+ Kf2 0-1 (Ganesan) 
White: GM Lev Polugaevsky 
Black: GM Sergey Kudrin 
Gruenfeld Defense 


‚ 44 с 4. cd 
X 77. В 
8, Ne e 
10. Ес1!? са 
Usual here is 10. ... Ос? 
‚са + ! Bd7 
Possible is also 12. ... Bg4!? 13. ІЗ 
Bd7 14. h4 Кас8 15. ћ5 е5 15 
unclear —Polugaevsky. 


13. h4 Rac8 14. h5 e5 15. hg hg 
16. d5! Nd4 


16. ... Ne7? loses immediately to 
17. Bg5! Rfe8 18. d6 Nc6 19. Qb3! 


17. Nxd4 Rxc4 
If 17. ... ed 18. Bxd4 Rxc4 


19. Rxc4 Qa6 20. Qd3! wins like in 


the game and if 18. ... Bb5 
19. Bxg7 Bxc4+ 20. Rxc4 wins 
beacause of 20. ... Rxc4 21. Bf6! 


18. Rxc4 ed 19, Bxd4 
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19, ...Оа6? 
Better was 19. ... Bb5! 20. Bxg7 
Bxc4+ 21. Kg] Kxg7, and now: 


i) 22. Qd4+ f6 23. Qxc4 Qel+ 
24. Qf1 QxeA z but: 

ii) 22. Qc1!! , for example 
a)22. ... Rh8+? 23. Qb2+ f6 
2A. Qxb7+ 22. ... Re8 23. Qh6+ 
Kf6 24. Qf4+ Ke7 (24. ... Kg7? 
25. Qc5+ £6 26. Qe7+ Kg8 

27. Qc6+ picks up the Rook) 
25. Ос5-- К47 26. Rh7 КЕЗ 

27. Qc6+ Kd8 28. Qd6+ Ke8 
29. Qb8+ Ke7 30. d6+ wins; 


b) 22. ... Qc5 23. Qb2+! £6 

24. Qxb7-- Rf7 25. Rh7+ Kxh7 

26. Qxf7+ Kh8 27. Qxf6+ Kg8 

28. Qxg6+ wins; 

c) 22. ... £6! 23. Rh3!! 23. ... Qxa2 
24. Qh6+ Kf7 25. Qh7+ Ke8 

26. Qxb7 Qal+ 27. Kh2 Qe5+ 

28. g3 Qd4 29. Qc8+ Kf7 30. Qd7+ 
mates; or 23. ... Ba6 24. Qh6+ Kf7 
25. Qh7+ Ke8 26. d6! Qe5 27. Qc7 
Bb5 28. Rh7+ wins. 23. Qh6+ Kf7 
2A. Qh7+ Ke8 25. Qxg6+ Kd8 

26. Kh7 Qel+! 27. Kh2 Qxf2 

28. Qg7 Qf4+ with only a perpet- 
ual. —Polugaevsky 

20. Qd3! Bb5 21. Qh3! Bxc4+ 

22. Kg1 f6 23. Qh7+ Kf7 24. Rh6! 
1-0 

There is nothing to stop 25. Rxg6, 
e.g. 24. ... Rh8 25. Qxg6+ КҮЗ 

26. Bc5+ mates; after any other 





move 25. Rxg6 Rg8 26. Rxf6+ 
decides. (Weiss) 


The $18,000 Game... 


White: GM Mikhail Gurevich 
Black: GM John Fedorowicz 
English Opening 


1. c4 Nf6 2. Nc3 e5 3. Nf3 Nc6 

4. g3 Bb4 5. Bg2 0-0 6. 0-0 Re8 

7. Nel Bf8 8. 43 d6 9. Nc2 Nd4 
10. b4 c6 11. b5 Be6 12. bc bc 

13. Bg5 Be7 14. e3 Bg4 15. f3 
Nxc2 16. Qxc2 Be6 17. fA Ng4 
18. Вхе7 Rxe7 19. Rfel ef 20. gf 
В47 21. М41 ОЬ6 22. 44 Rae8 
23. Qd3 QaS5 24. ей f6 25. h3 Nh6 
26. Nf2 Nf7 27. Re3 Rb8 28. Qe2 
c5 29. d5 Qa6 30. Rc1 f5 31. e5 de 
32. fe f4 33. Re4 Qa3 34. Qel Rxe5 
35. Rc3 Rxe4 36. Nxe4 Qxa2 

37. Nxc5 Rb1 38. Rel f3 39. Bfl 
£2+ 40. Qxf2 Qxf2+ 41. Kxf2 Rxcl 
42. Nxd7 Nd6 0-1 





We would also like to congratulate 
California player R. Atatubo for his 
victory in the Under 2200. He also 
won big money in Los Angeles last 
November so it looks from now on 
we'll be wishing him luck in the 
Master Section. 


onm 
trick 


favor 


Spare 
the b; 
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CAN YU BELIEVE IT? 


Bobby Fischer, who was stripped of 
his World Championship Title by 
FIDE, has been in seclusion for 
some time. However, the ace 
reporters of the California Chess 
Journal have managed to locate 
Fischer and set up an exhibition 
match with him and our own NM 
Peter Yu. Naturally, he required an 
enormous amount of money before 
he would even sit down to play a 
game, but after a valiant fundrais- 
ing effort, we finally convinced 
Peter to play. 


White: Bobby Fischer 
Black: Peter Yu 
Berkeley, April 1, 1989 


14 
“I! (Fischer). Best by jest? Had 
Fischer not had those dental fillings 
removed from his teeth, the 
Russians would certainly be 
monitoring his discoveries in the 
Grob and be using his analyses in 
international events. “Chess is won 
for White,” he explained. “That’s 
why I stopped playing.” Fischer 
claims to have studied every legal 
move after 1. g4, concluding that 
White wins by force in all lines. 

Ше 12 


A Hedgehog setup with which 
Peter is not familiar. What is his 
plan? 


Ld d5! 5. Bg5 Bb4! 

Oh no! Peter's cunning innovation 
on move three has enabled him to 
tick Fischer into the dreaded 
MacCutcheon, one of Peter's 
favorite lines. Fischer appeared 
unimpressed, however, and took a 
‘pare moment to complain about 
lhe bad lighting. 


by Roger Poehlmann 


6. e5 h6 7, Bd2 Bxc3 8, be Ne4 

9. £31? Oh4+ 10, Ke2 Of2+ 11, Kd3 
b6!? 

Fischer: “Black is busted. 

11. ...Nxd2 12. Qxd2 Qxd2+ 

13. Kxd2 and White has a marked 
endgame advantage. Or 11. ...Мр5 
12. Һ4 МҺ7 13. Ве3 Qg3 14. Rh3 
wins. Even one of the spectators 
realized Black's position is critical. 
"Yu can resign here', he said to 


me. 


аб+ cA de 
+ 7+ +17 


сә 


"Arbiter, the second chair from the 
left in the fifth row squeaks! How 
can anyone be expected to play 
under these intolerable conditions? 
I intend to submit a formal protest!" 


e4 





In Kortchnoi's medium-assisted 
match with Maroczy, the late 
Viennese master tried 22. Ke6!? but 
was ‘dead’ lost after 22. ...O-O.O! 
22. ...Kd8 23, Nf3 Oxal 24. Bg5+ 
Kc8 

2A. ...Kc7 25. Bf4+ Ne5 26. Bxe5+ 
wins the Queen and the King. 


25. Qe7! Nb8 


On 25. ...Ne5, 26. Qf8+ Rxf8 


27. gf=Q Kc? 28. d6 is mate 
+ = 


28. Df4 1-0 

Peter was certainly disappointed, 
but brightened when he learned that 
his performance rating for the game 
was 2380. Fischer appeared calm 
and collected, commenting only, 
"Ya know, I should have played the 
crusher (28. Bf4) earlier, but I’m 
saving 1. d4, 2. Nf3, and 3. Bf4 for 
my comeback match with Kaspa- 
rov". I for one, certainly wish him 
luck, although with an opening like 
that, he won't need it. 






Editor-in-Chief Peter Yu is lucky 
tohave had such a strong sparring 
partner. Yu will compete in the 
US Junior Championships to be 
held in Washington, DC in July. 
Good luck, Peter, from all your 
serfs at CCJ! 







CCJ COMING 
ATTRACTIONS: 


Next month features genuine 
interviews with GM Roman- 
ishin , our usual bi-monthly 
columns and the first install- 
ment of a monograph on the 
Queen's Indian. Why not take a 
moment now to subscribe or 
renew? 










Livermore Open (Mar. 18-19) TD: 
Keith Mehl: 1st- IM Elliott 
Winslow(2368) 4-0; 2nd- Philip 
Cobert (2232) 3.5-.5; The Reserve 
section results were not available. 


The next Livermore tournament is 
planned for Oct. 22-23. 


Lowell Sectionals (Mar. 25) TD: 
Peter Dahl: 1st/2nd- IM Elliott 
Winslow and Charles Powell 
(2321) at 2.5-.5 each. The 12-man 
top section featured seven masters, 
the strongest turnout at Lowell 
ever. Three other sections 
consisting of 8-12 players each also 
competed. The money raised from 
this tournament goes toward 
sending Lowell Top Board Alan 
Tse (1892) to the 1989 National 
High School Championships in 
Knoxville, Tennesee. Good luck 
Alan! 


Cal-Berkeley March (Mar. 1-29) 
TD: Peter Yu: 1st- Don Urquhart 
(2160) 4-0; 2nd- Peter Yu (2272) 3- 
1. UC Berkeley continues its 
Wednesday Night Chess series by 
offering low entry fee tournament 
games. The next UCB weekend 
swiss will be June 24, 25. 


Vallejo Saturday Action (Apr. 1) 
TDs: Peter Yu and Ernie Valles: 
1st/2nd Open- IM Marc Leski 
(2532) and FM Renard Anderson 
(2329) at 2.5-.5 each. 3rd/4th IM 
Elliot Winslow and FM Dov 
Gorman. 1st/2nd Expert- Romoulo 
Fuentes (2142) and Rahim Gran 
(2049) both 3-0. 1st/2nd A- Alex 
Rapoport (1896) and Ed Elizondo 
(1847) at 2-1 each. 1st B- Marvin 
Gilbert (1655) 3-0, 2nd/3rd B- Ben 
Sepulveda (1795) and Karl 
Forsberg (1772) both at 2.5-.5. 1st 
U1500- Jeff Stoker (1428) 2-1, 2nd 
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BAY AREA SPLINTERS 
MARCH-APRIL, 1989 


U1500- Marian Munz-Abraham 
(1227) 1.5-1.5. 1st Unr.- Jeff 
Hodge 2-1, 2nd Unr. Lam Nhung 
1.5-.5. This forty-seven player 
turnout was highlighted by the ap- 
pearance of GM Nick deFirmian 
(2679) along with three IMs and 2 
FMs. The very strong 14-man 
Open section, however, was not 
without its upsets: FM Anderson 
was able to draw GM deFirmian 
and then beat IM Edward Forma- 
nek (2421), while NM Peter Yu 
(2272) drew IM Formanek, his first 
IM draw, and beat GM deFirmian, 
his first GM win! The next Vallejo 
tournament, which was scheduled 
for May 6, has been cancelled. 


Santa Clara Action (Apr. 22) TD: 
Francisco Sierra: \st- Eleuterio 
Alsasua (2267) 3.5-.5; 2nd- Peter 
Yu 3-1; 2rd- FM Renard Anderson 
2.5-1.5. 1st Reserve- Amanda 
Sierra (1519) and 2nd Reserve- 
Mark Mamakos (1345). The 
guaranteed prize fund was more 
than generous for the light turnout. 
The following day saw a bigger 
turnout for a non-rated Action 
Chess tnmt. This was won by 
Gabriel Sanchez (2330) 4.5-.5. The 
next Santa Clara tournament will be 
July 1-2. 

Cal-Berkeley April (Apr. 5-26) 
TD: Peter Yu and Don Shennum: 
151- Alex Rapoport 3.5-.5; 2nd- 
Seggev Weiss (2077) and Jusun 
Ballard (2030) both at 3-1. This 
concludes UCB's Wednesday 
Night Chess series for the Spring 
Semester. Wednesday Night Chess 
will begin mcetng again in 
September (Fall Semester). Look 
forward to the Berkeley Class 
Struggle III on June 24, 25. 







Ist Palo Alto Action Open (April 
29): TD Bill Wall, Parker 
Montgomery, Bryce Perry: Held at 
the Palo Alto Recreation Center. 
87 participants entered this unrated 
event. Open Section 1st- IM Marc 
Leski (2532) 4.5 - 0.5. Не мопа 
plaque, $200 and a free trip to 
Minsk, USSR. 2nd-Martin 
Appleberry (2319) and Gabriel 
Sanchez (2330). They split $50. 
Appleberry won the 5-minute blitz 
game ticbreaker and a 2nd place 
plaque. Top expert- Neil Regan 
(2085) 3. He won $50. 

In the Reserve Section, David 
Betanco (1996) and Alan Lewis 
(1916) each 4.5 - 0.5. Betanco won 
the 5-minute blitz game tiebreaker 
to take top honors. 


In the Junior Section, Alan Stein 
(1761), Albert Rich (1529), Brian 
Jew (1312), and Matthew Gross 
(1433) each tied for 1st place witha 
4-1 score. 


A 5-minute blitz round robin saw 
Alan Stein take 1st place, followed 
by Albert Rich. Brian Jew was top 
player under 13. 


The winners of each section had 
their names drawn by lot to deter- 
mine the free trip to the Sports 
Palace in Minsk. Leski's name was 
selected, followed by David 
Betanco and Alan Stein. 


The tournament was organized by 
Steve Farmer and the Palo Alto 
Chess Club. 
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Club Directory 


Area Code 415 unless specified A indicates new or cha 


nged listing 

Berkeley CC à” LERA CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 4 5. - Tuesday 8 PM San Jose CC 

Berkeley YMCA 2nd fi. , Lockheed Rec. Center Fridays 7 PM - 12 AM 

Allston and Milvia Sunnyvale Blind Center 

A. Glasscoe 652-5324 K. Storie 408-742-3126 101 N. Bascom Ave. 
ACAL-Berkeley CC Livermore CC Barry Wayne Curto 

Wednesdays 7-10 PM when .. Fridays TBA San Jose Senior CC 

classes resume C. Pigg 447-5067 Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM 

Tan Oak Room Mechanics Inst. CC Kirk Senior Program 

Student Union, 4th fl. M-F: 11 AM- 11 PM 1601 Foxworthy Ave. 

UCB Campus Sat 10 AM- 12 AM C. Felker 408-723-1808 

Peter Yu 848-7809 Sun: 12 PM- 10 PM Santa Clara City CC 
Burlingame CC 


Thursdays 7:30 PM 
Burlingame Rec. Ctr. 
990 Burlingame Ave. 
H. Edelstein 349-5554 
Chabot CC : 
Thursays 5-10 PM 
Chabot Comm. College 
Hayward, Rm. 2347 
K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 
Fridays 7-11 PM 
Comm. Hospital 
Conference Center 
B. Riner 916-872-0373 
AEmpire CC 
Fridays 7 PM 
545 S. 9th St., San Jose 
D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 
AFairfield-Suisun CC 
2nd Sat. each month 
2683 Laurel Dr. 
E. Deneau 707-428-5460 
Fresno CC 
Mondays 7-11 PM 
Round Table Pizza 
Cedar & Dakota Aves. 
D. Quarve 209-225-8022 
Hayward CC 
Mondays 7-9 PM 
Hayward Main Library 
Mission & C St. 
K. Lawless 785-9352 
olty CC 
Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 
Campbell Comm. Ctr. 
Activity Hall 
Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell 
P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 


57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 
M. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Ctr. 
Tues - Fri: 4:30 - 10 PM 
Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 
T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 
Thursdays 3:30 PM - ? 
Yountville Veterans Home 
Lee Lounge 
B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Mitchell Park Comm. Ctr. 
S. Farmer 329-2487 
Reno (NV) CC 
Mondays and Fridays 
D. Goddard 702-673-1278 
Richmond CC 
Fridays 5 - 9 PM 
Richmond Public Library 
26th & Macdonald 
T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 
Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM 
Mondays 6:30- 11 PM 
Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg. 
8517 Lyman Way 
W. Randle 707-795-2220 
ASacramento CC 
Wednesdays 7-11 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
915 27th St. 
L. Rothstein 916-927-2759 


2nd Saturday of each month 
2:15 - 6:15 PM 
Machado Park Bldg. 
3360 Cabrillo Ave. 
F. Sierra 408-241-1447 
Santa Cruz CC 
Thursdays 6 - 11 PM 
Monterey Savings 
530 Front St. 
K. Norris 408-426-8269 
Vallejo CC 
Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
333 Amador St. 
G. Rassmussen 707-642-7270 
Gr. Vallejo Chess Assn. 
Saturdays 5:30 PM - 12 AM 
N. Vallejo Rec. Ctr. 
1121 Whitney Ave. 
E. Valles 707-557-0707 
Visalia CC 
Fridays (call first) 
Comm. Rm. | 
Valley Fed. Savings | 
A. Fifield 209-734-2784 | 
Walnut Creek CC | 
Thursdays 2 - 5:30 PM | 
2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
P. Baudry 256-7520 
Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 Am 
Buttes Christian Manor 
223 F St, Marysville 
T. Giertych, 916-742-7071 


If you have any informa- 
_ tion for this page, contact 
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c/o Peter Yu = ы. d | | 
2724 Channing Way #103 
Berkeley, CA 94704 ' | 
| 
FIRST CLASS MAIL 
i i 1 
Val Zemitis 
4:56 € | dad el Dr. 
Davis, CR 956/4 | 
Мау 1989 Organizers 
20-21 Vallejo (Swiss) EV PB = Dr. Pascal Baudry 415-256-7520 
27-29  Sunnyvale/LERA JH PD = Peter Dahl 415-566-4069 
ME = Matthew Ek 916-894-5105 
June 1989 MH = Matihew Haws 408/224-5781 | 
3-4 Yountville (Sectional) RH RH = Robert Hicks 707/944-4878 
4 Walnut Creek (Quads) PB JH = Jim Hurt 916/525-7912 
9-11 Las Vegas/National Open AM = Art Marthinsen 415-456-1540 
10 San Jose/Machado Park FS RO = Raymond Orwig 415-237-7956 
10-11 Novato (Sectional) AM CP = Charles Pigg 415-447-5067 
24-25 Berkeley Class Struggle PY DQ = Dave Quarve 209-225-8022 4 
30-72 SF/Mechanics (Swiss) MW FS = Francisco Sierra 408-241-1447 
KS = Ken Stone 408-742-3126 
July 1989 DU = Don Urquhart 408-294-5724 
1-2 San Jose (Action) FS EV = Emest Valles 707-557-0707 
PY = Peter Yu 415-848-7809 


Subscribers: 






Compli mentary) Сурет ptio W 





See label for expiration date. 


Tournament Clearinghouse 


Alan Glasscoe 


415-652-5324 


Box 11613, Oakland CA 94611 


—— o — —— — 





$2.00 


% 


NS NS 5 ЗУ NS A 
KORN 


>. 


б 
Peer eee ate eee ee eee eeeebene 


May 1989 
Founded by Hans Poschmann 





Vol. 


^ m 


ж -7 --------- 
ee -- 
ож өү — 








еә өөө 





California Chess Journal 


LETTER TO THE EDITOR 


National Junior High 
Championships 
Peter— 


Just a note to let you know the 
results of my school's (St. 
Mark's of San Rafael) recent 
trip to the Jr. High Nationals. 
We were 12th as a team in the 
8th grade section (out of 55 
teams), scoring 17 points. 
Scoring points for us were 
Jonathan Brown (1420) 4 1/2, 
Christian Bundy (1319) 4 1/2, 
Kevin Vote (1298) 4, and 
Andy Hecht (1277) 4. 


Hecht was third in the 1200- 
1299 class, and Brown and 
Peisert (1117) 3 1/2 tied for 
5th in their rating classes. 
Biggest upset for us was Mac 
Hume (917) 2 1/2: he drew a 


1390, beat a 1420 and a 1650 (!) 
player. 

Other excellent play was had by 
Bud Chathan (1383) 3 1/2, Na- 
der Alizadeh (1348) 3 1/2, and 
Charles Hodges (1241) 2 1/2. 
There were 350 players in our 


. Section. 


Ray Orwig 
San Rafael, CA 


Thanks a lot for the informa- 
tion, Ray. I’m sure our readers 
are glad to hear that Northern 
California scholastic chess is 
competitive nationally (see H.S. 
article). As always, I am a firm 
believer in supporting youth 
chess and encourage our read- 
ership to do the same. The 
future of our beloved sport rests 
in them! 


The CCJ is published monthly. Columnists 
Advertising 1/4 page $15 
(camera-ready) 1/2 page $25 
Full page 550 
Send advertising and subscription orders 
(payable to CCJ) to: 
CCJ 
c/o Peter Yu SUM 


2724 Channing Way, #103 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
Please notify us if you change your address. 


Editor in Chief NM Peter Yu 
Managing Editor Andrew Lazarus 
Assistant Editor Joel Salman 
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“I HAVE NO TIME ANYMORE” 





YOUTH 


JS: How was it that you came to learn chess? 


OR: My father. He played before the Second World War. 
Once or twice he was champion of Lvov. 

JS: At what age did you start to play tournaments? 
OR: You mean children’s tournaments—first tourna- 
ment in 1961. So I have played іп tournaments for 28 
years. 

JS: Were you a promising player from the beginning? 
OR: Itis hard to say if I was promising or not.. (smiling) 
maybe I was promising. 

JS: At what point in your career did you decide to 
become a professional player, a serious player? 

OR: All the time I played seriously. I cannot say from the 
child I wanted to be professional. Now the children are 
started very early to be professional, now, but at that time 
was notso. I wanted, maybe, I wanted to be achess player 
all the time. 


JS: Were you a student under another player—did you 
study with chess trainers in the Soviet Union? 

OR: I start at home by my father and then chess schools, 
the chess school of the chess club. 

JS: How does the chess school work? 

OR: Chess school is not really school, Just chess lessons 
at the chess club, not school. But we call it chess school. 
JS: So it is like the chess club... 

OR: Not the same; in the Soviet Union there are some 
places for groups of children with trainers. It is not 
always at the chess club. 

JS: Were there many strong masters in Lvov at the time? 
OR: When I was younger there were some masters. Now 


we have grandmasters. You know Ivanchuk, you know 
Beliavsky, you know Dorfman, you know Mikhal- 


chishin... 
JS: Did you have a favorite player when you were 
younger, one who was an influence on your style? 


OR: I was young, but not too young maybe—everybody 
was impressed by Fischer! That's true, everybody was, 
so it is nothing special what I say, everybody was im- 
pressed at the time. But now I feel every good player... 
JS: Something from everybody? 

OR: Yes. 

JS: When you were younger did you have aspirations of 
becoming champion? 

OR: No, world champion, no, because I had aspiration to 
become strong player. Because I understand that world 
champion, there can be only one. 


BEGINNINGS 


JS: There is a variation of the Nimzo named for you , 
4.23. Could you tell us how your name came to be 
associated with it? Was there a famous game or were you 
the only person who played 4. g3? 


OR: I started to play it. g3 was played before, before the 
Second World War. I started to play it and I played many 
games. Starting in 1974, '75, "76, and I won a lot of 
games. Because of that this variation became popular. 
Then I didn't play so much this opening. I can tell you, 
Idon't know if you know my idea in the English opening 
with Bd3. 1. Nf3 Nf62. c4 e63. Nc3 b64. e4 Bb7 and in 
this position! play Bd3. The pawn is still on d2. First time 
I played this against Petrosian and I won, in the Soviet 
Championship 1975. 

JS: That's a very nice start. 


OR: Yes, but how it was—I played in 1975 in Spain. I 
was IM at the time and before the last round I had 7.5 
points after 10. Last round I have to play against Csom 
with White. At the time tied for first through three with 
Csom and Filip. GM norm was 8.03 or something, or 
8.05... 

JS: So you need the full point. 

OR: So I had maybe to win, yeah? And if I winI win the 
tournament. If I make draw, shared first place but I don’t 
make norm. I was very young and I wanted to win of 


course. I didn’t think about draw at all. I was preparing 
before the game and then I find this idea, Bd3. But I was 


continued р. 20 
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PRACTICAL ENDGAMES 
TAKE IT OR LEAVE IT 


It’s the endgame! Your Queen is 
centralized, you're keeping that 
Rook active, you know how to use 
the Bishop pair, and you're 
determined to not put your Knight 
on the rim. But you can’t keep all 
this material—some it will have to 
be exchanged off. Which pieces 
should be traded? Which ones 
should be retained? 


To answer these questions, we must 
first be aware of some basic 
properties of the pieces, and of 
some theoretical results. 

(1) When considering major piece 
trades, the more active (or 
potentially more active) piece is 
worth more than the passive one. 
Sometimes, though, you will find 
that a passively placed Rook or 
Queen holds your opponent's 
whole posiuon together. Prepare 
your invasion plan and trade off 
that defender. 


Cvetkovic-Palatnik 
Yugoslavia 1976 





Avoiding the trade, since Black has 
weak pawns all over the place and 
White should retain his lean, mean, 
attacking machine. 


1....е5 2. Ве3 Ве7 3. Вс5! Вхс5 
4. Nxc5 Rd5 412? 

Didn't White read the last note? 
Correct is 5. Ne6! (threatening 

6. Ng7) 5. ... Rd7 (5. ...a5?! 6. ba 
Мха5 7. К41!) 6. Rd1! Re7 7. Rd6! 
with a tremendous bind. White still 
won after 


S. ..,Rxdl1 6. Kxd]1 Kd8?? 7, Ne64 
Ке7 8, №7 


but without charity the position is 
difficult. 


Chandler-Borik 
West Germany 1982 





АП White's pieces are better 
placed, but Black seems to have a 
good defensive position thanks to 
his Rd6. 


1. Rd7! Rxd7 
Also bad was 37. ... Rf6 38. f3! 


Bb3 39. Rg7! threatening 40. Rxg6 
and 40. Nd7+ (Mednis). 


2. Nxd7+ Kc6 3. Nf6 Bb3 4. Ke5 


Bc4 5. Nh7! Ba2 6. Nf8 Bb1 7. Ne6 


d4+ Kb6 9. Nd4+ Kb6 
0. Kd6! e6 Bb 


+ КЫ7 6 
15. Nd7+ 1-0 
(2) Rooks are attacking pieces by 
nature. If your opponent has a 





number of weak pawns, trade off 
one pair of Rooks (to eliminate 
enemy counterplay and defensive 
resources), and then attack those 
pawns. 


Capablanca—Kreymborg 
New York 1910 





After creating pawn weaknesses 
with his active Rooks, Capa now 
trades off a set and goes to work on 
those weak pawns. 


1. R622 Rbg7 2. Kd2 Rxa2 2. Rud] 
Ке7 

Keeping the Rook on the g-file 
allows 4. Ra6 and 5. b5. 


7 Ке? | 


Yikes! But 6. ...Rh7 (bleech!) 

7. Rg6* Kd7 8. Rf6 wins the f- 
pawn, and the threat is 7. Rh8 Reó 
8. Rf8. 


7. Rg6* Re6 8. bc Kd7 9. Rg?* 
Kc6 10. Rxa7 Kxc5 11. R(7 1-0 
(3) All Rook endings are drawn. 
Not exactly, but the defender can 
often sacrifice a pawn to eliminate 
all the pawns on one side in order 
to reach a number of known book 
draws, e.g. R+3P vs. R+2P. If 
minor pieces remain, leave them on 
if you are trying to win. 


| 











Poehlmann (2224)-Atwell (2100) 
Los Angeles 1988 





White's busted, and pushing the c- 
pawn meets with ...Re8, ... Bc8, 
... f5 followed by King centraliza- 
tion. Black should avoid trading 
minor pieces, and since he cannot 
force such a trade he probably 
wouldn't go wrong without a little 
prodding. 

|. Rc4!? Be6?! 2. Ra4 Bxb3? 3, ab 
Rxc5 4. Rxa7 f5 

What a deal! Not only have I 
simplified into a Rook ending, but 
all Black’s remaining pawns are on 
the same side and my Rook is on 
the seventh rank. If the b-pawn can 
be traded for a K-side pawn, White 
should be able to draw. 


b4 Rc3+ 7 
8. Rb? h4 9. b6 g5 10, Rb8+ Kf7 
11.7 
The draw by 11. ...Kg7 12. Kel! £4 
13. Re8! Rxb7 14. Rxe4 Rb2 
15. Kf1 was not to Black's liking, 
80... 


47? 8! Rb2+ 


Rbl+ 14. Ke2! Rb2+ 15, Kd1 Rbl+ 


C 717 + 
18, Rxb7 g4 19. Kd2 1-0. 
(4) Knights are short-range pieces, 
and will be impotent if forced to 
blockade passed pawns. The 
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outside passed pawn practically 
ensures a win in Knight endings, 


since the defending side is playing 


a piece down. 


Alatortsev—Levenfish 
Match 1940 





White is playing to win here, and 
should keep his magic Bishop on 
the board. Correct is 1. Bc1, and if 
l....g4, then 2. Bf4! puts the 
Bishop where it belongs. Instead, 


1. Bd4?! Kg7 2. Rh1 Kg6 3. Bxb6 

a X 
[4 7. b5 Re6! 8, Rc] Re5 9, Rc5 f3 
10. Nf4* K(5 11. Вхе5 Кхеб 


12. 815 Kd5 


and the game was soon drawn. 
The Knight is well-poised to stop 
the passers, but it's out of touch 
with the Q-side. Black just walks 
over with his King, trades off 
White's b-pawn and sits on the a- 
file. 


(5) Be very careful when consider- 
ing a pawn ending! Calculate 
everything out before parting with 
your last piece, since the King has 
an even shorter range than the 
Knight, and outside passed pawns 
are murder. King activity, naturally, 
means everything. 





by Roger Poehlmann 


Sveshnikov-Kasparov 
Minsk 1979 





White is definitely worse in the 
Bishop ending, since the K-side 
pawns are all on the same color as 
his Bishop, which limit its scope 
and provide a target for Black's. 
However, with no pawn breaks on 
the K-side, White should hang on 
by 1. Bel, especially since he is 
completely lost if he trades 
Bishops. 


Ka3 4. Kb] a5 5. Ka] a4 6. ba 
Kxa4 7. Kb] Ka3 8. Kal b49. Kb] 


a3 0-1. 


Exchanging the right pieces is ac- 
complished by a common-sense 
application of your endgame know- 
ledge. Look at the pieces on the 
board, visualize simplified 
endgames, and evaluate them. From 
there you will see which exchanges 
help you, and which make your 
task more difficult. Do this 
frequently (for instance, on your 
opponent's time, since you don't 
need to think about specific 
variations) since even slight 
changes in the pawn formations can 
have far-reaching effects. 








Recently I was playing speed chess 
with some of my friends and found 
myself a pawn up in a position like: 





Black to move 


I was dismayed to see that Black 
could easily equalize even though I 
was 1) attacking Black's Knight 
and 2) preventing the pawn capture 
1. ... Nxb3 with the rejoinder 

2. Rcb2 thereby winning the pinned 
Knight. (Take a moment now to 
find Black's best move.) Not 
doubting my opponent's abilities, I 
calmly tumed to an observer 
expecting him to notice Black's 
shot also. To my surprise, neither of 
these “experts” saw the simple 

l. ... Rxb3!, winning back the pawn 
and neutralizing White's threat of 
2. Rxc5. Maybe my friends 
considered only 1. ...Nxb3 and, 
seeing as that won't work, 
completely turned away from the 
idea of pawn-grabbing. Nonethe- 
less, this brings us to a very basic 
but important tacüuc in chess—what 
I call the "threaten your opponent'$ 
uprotected piece by offering to 
exchange and then retaking with 
your hanging piece." 

Unlike the cumbersome title, this 
idea is very simple and can become 
very useful, such as in the follow- 
ing example: 
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BACK TO SQUARE (94| 
by Peter Yu 





Here White plays ], Rd] and Black 
must find a way to unpin his 
Bishop before White can win it 


l, Rd? with the idea of a 
potential ...Bf5 or ...Bb5 if and 
only if White's Rdl is left 
unprotected. 

2. Nc4 threatening to win a piece 
with 3. Ne5 Rd5 4. Nxd3 c4 3. Nf2. 
Notice now that 2. ...Bí5 fails to 
3. Rxd7 Bxd7 4. Nd6 Bxa4 

5. Nxf7+ Kh7 6. Nxg5+ and White 
is up a pawn. Thus Black is forced 
to play... 

2. f6 preventing NeS and finally 
threatening 3. ...Bf5 to relieve 
White’s annoying pin. White can 
now replay 3. Ne3, but that 
eliminates any possible double 
attack by White to win Black's 
Bishop. 

3. b3 with the deadly threat of 

4. Nb2 finally winning the "sitüng 
duck" Bishop. Luckily, Black has 
taken enough precautions to 
prepare ...Bf5 that he now 
untangles himself. 

3, BÍS! “threatening your 
opponent's unprotected piece 
(Rook) by offering to exchange and 
then retaking with your hanging 
piece (Bishop)." And with this 
successful implementation, Andras 








Adorjan is once again proven 
correct: “Black is O.K.!" 


Having seen these two demonstra- 
tions, you can now enjoy how 
smoothly White coasts to a pawn 
advantage in the following 
miniature. 


White: Yu (2266) 
Black: Peter McKone (1715) 
Palo Alto 1989 
QGD: Tarrasch Defence 


1. c4 e6 2. Nc3 d5 3. d4 c5 
We have now transposed from the 
English Opening to a standard 
Queen’s Gambit Tarrasch. 

4 e5?! 


A very ambitious move, establish- 
ing an agressive pawn center with 
tempo, at the cost of developement. 


6. Ndb5 a6 7, Qa4! 
I pin to neutralize 6. ...a6. 


1. ...Bd7 


He pins to neutralize 7. Qa4, notice 
now that White can't move the 
Queen without losing the Knight to 
...ахь5. 


8. cd 


The point of this whole variation. 
Now if only White can hold on to 
the pawn without losing his pinned 
Knight. 

8, ...Ob6 

Threatening 9. ...Bxb5S 10. Nxb5 
Охь5. White can protect Nb5 by 
playing either 9. e4 or 9. e3 which 
discovers the King Bishop to 
defend Nb5. But both these tries 
come up short against 9. ...Bc5 or 
9. ...Ra7 respectively. White has 
only one logical choice. 


e3! Bc5 
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Otherwise 10. Nc7+, or if 


9. ... Bxb5 10. Bxb6 Bxa4 11. Nxa4 


keeping the extra pawn. 
10. Вхс5 Охс5 


Now in light of what we have just 


covered, how should White save his 


Knight? 





1) 11. e4 still fails to 11. ...Ra7 A 
12. ...axb5. 2) 11. Ne4!? works and 
retains the pawn advantage after 

11. ...Bxb5 12. Nxc5 Bxa4 

13. Na4. On 11. ...Qxb5? 12. Nd64 
wins the Queen, else Nbd6+ 
followed by a Queen move. But if 
you suggested only this move, then 
you still haven't learned my 

point... 

11, Qa3! 

Ah, it's that tactic again. (“threaten 
your opponent's unprotected piece 
by offering to exchange and then 
retaking with your hanging piece.” 


1], ...Qb6?? 12. Nd6+ Resigns 1-0 
Ooops, I guess Black was just so 
overwhelmed by the effectiveness 
of the “threaten your opponent's 


unprotected...". Yeah, you know 
what I mean. 
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SUBMITTED FOR YOUR APPROVAL 
edited by Peter Yu 


The following game was played in 
a non-rated Action chess (Game in 
30) tournament in Palo Alto. The 
first place prize was an all expense- 
paid trip to Minsk, Russia. Special 
thanks goes to local master Richard 
Koepcke for submitting his 
annotations. 


White: NM Richard Koepcke 
(2288) 
Black: IM Edward Formanek 
(2420) 
Palo Alto 1989 
Blumfeld Counter Gambit 
annonations by Koepcke 


551 

Ouch! I shouldn't have allowed the 
razor sharp Blumfeld Counter 
Gambit since I know next to 
nothing about it. On the other hand, 
Formanek played the Bishops 
Gambit without preparation the last 
time I faced him. Perhaps the same 
is true here. Theory favors 
declining the gambit with 5. Bg5, 
but I had a vague recollection of 
some Kasparov/Keene analysis that 
seemed good for White, so I took 
the pawn. 


3. de fe 6, cb d5 7, Nbd2?! 
Kasparov and Keene recommended 
7. Nc3 Bd6 8. e4. At the board I 
didn't like the looks of 7. ...Bb7 

8. e4 d4!?, so I improvised this 
novelty of dubious value. 

1. ...В96 8, е4 де? 

8. ...Bc7 is much better. The text 
leaves Black with a weak and loose 


center without any real compensa- 
tion. 


9. Ng5 Bb7 10. Bc4 


The e6 pawn is not going to run 
away, I wanted to complete my de- 
velopement before wasting a tempo 
to take it. Note that if 10. ...Bd5 
then 11. Nxe6 Qe7 12. Bxd5 Nxd5 
13. Qh54 wins. 


10, ...e3 11, Ndf3 ef+ 12, Kxf2 

Ng4* 13. K£1 Bx(3 14. Nx 

14. gf leaves the King too exposed. 

Now Black loses a pawn by force. 
4. ...Qe7 15. Qe2 

Threatening 16. Qe4. 


15. ... Nf6 16. Qxe6 


True, White loses a lot of attacking 
chances by trading Queens; 
however, I prefer won endings to 
winning, but complicated, 
middlegames. That does not mean 
that 16. Bxe6 is wrong. 


16. ...Qxe6 17, Bxe6 Ke7 18. Bb3 
Nb47 19, Bg5 


I could sense that Formanek had 
already given up the game as he 
played the remaining moves very 
rapidly, which may explain the low 
quality of Black's final moves. 

? 
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Rxa8 22. K(2 K(7 23. Rhd] Be? 
4. Rb8 25. a4 Bd8 26. Bf4 

Rb7 27, Ne5+ Nxe5 28, Bxe5 Bd6 

22, a5 Bc7 30, аб Resigns 1-0 


CC] is looking for games to 
publish. Take a moment to 


analyze your best and sub- 
mit them to the editor! 








Those of us who were kids when 
Fischer was Champ learned 1. P-K4 
was the best move and defended 
with Sicilians, Benonis, and King's 
Indians. But many years passed and 
a frail young Russian emerged 
above the others and 6. Be2 
replaced 6. Bc4 in White's Sicilian 
attack. Anatoly Karpov never 
played the King's Indian but sull 
left his mark on contemporary 
chess by showing the resources of 
the Queen's Indian defence. 
But young, dashing Kasparov 
defends in Fischer style, not trying 
to exchange pieces and defuse 
White, but fighting a sharp un- 
balanced battle. The King's Indian 
and Gruenfeld are back, with more 
winning and losing chances. 
Players are striving once again for 
"maximalism", Gary's apt descript- 
ion of Fischer's chess philosophy. 

White: GM Jan Timman 

Black: GM Gary Kasparov 
Reykjavik 1988 
King's Indian Defense 


1.d4 Ní6 2. c4 g6 3. Nc3 Dg? 4. ed 
46 5. f3 0-0 6. Be3 e5 


Іп the Candidates Match, Gary 
sprung 6. ...a6 7. Bd3 c5!? on 
Belyavsky, and after 8. dc dc 

9. Bxc5 Nc6 10. Nge2? (Gary gives 
10. Be3! as best.) 10. ... Nd7! 

11. Bf2 N7eS 12. Nc1 Bhó! and 
Black won. 


7.d5 c6 
Normal here. 
8. 12 


This is a comparative innovation, 
formerly played was 8. ...cd 9. cd 
аб. 


9.сЬ| 
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Sound or not? No one can say for 
sure, except Kasparov. 





Defence isn’t Gary’s way, altack is! 


Note the open lines but no pieces 
exchanged. 


17. №96?! 
Risky. 
17. ...№с5 18. Вс2 Веб 


It’s clear that Kasparov has good 
compensation for his pawn. 


19. Ne4 Rac8 20. 0-0 Nxe4 





CHESS LAB: THE NEW GENERATION 
by FM Craig Mar 


White accepts the challenge. But if 
9. Nge2 then 9. ...bc 10. Bc4 c5 is 
equal. 


22. Bxd5! simplifying looks better. 
It is hereabouts that White enters a 
"middlegame zugzwang" where he 


is reduced to shuffling his pieces. 
! cl Rfd8 
d7 e 
27. Bhá Nd5 


The critical offensive move arises. 
Black's pressure is sufficient to 
regain the pawn and then some. 


28. Bd]?! 

A good try, though it loses. Jan sees 
28. ...Nc3 29. Bb3! and White 
escapes all his difficulties. 

28. ...Bd4+! 


Gary spots the flaw five moves 
down the line. Now if 29. Kh1? g5 
followed by 30. ...fg wins a piece. 





Timman fights hard but Black need 
only exercise caution to win. 


t с 7% 


40, Ko4 Re2+ 41, Kb4 Rxh2 
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Due to a strange set of circum- 
stances in the March 18-19 Liver- 
more tournament I ended up 
playing a match with Cray Blitz. 
The Cray was being billed as the 

' world computer chess champion 


_ and sported a rating well over 2000. 


— finished the tournament with two 
wins (over an 1800 and a 2000), 

one draw and one loss (both against 
me). 

The program was running on a 

‚ Cray XMP 4, which is a serious 

| number cruncher; it used eight 

| processors and over eight mega- 

| bytes of memory. It appears to have 
three distinct hash tables (tree 


лт. 


search, pawn structure, and King 
safety), The program moves were 
» conveyed to us over a telephone 
| ink 
ls win in the last computer chess 
dampionships (over Berliner's ex- 
damp Hitech) established its 
reputation as a serious opponent. 
| Most of the top players even 


| 





Chess Lab 
continued from p. 8 


4) Rab Kg5 43, a4 h5 44, Вха? 
Ma] 45, Nxa7 Resigns 0-1 


Terace is close but lost, 45. ...h4 
| %.КЪ) Rh1 47. Kb2 h3 48. b6 h2 
» 4.b7Rb1+ 50. Kxb1 h1=Q+ 
1.12 0һ2- 52. КаЗ Qb8 
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by NM James Eade 


refused to play it. 


I do not have a traditional chess 
player's constraints: Since I am a 
Senior Systems Programmer, I have 
no fear of computers and no need to 
win prizes in small weekend 
SWiSSes... 


Although this means I don't mind 
playing computers in OTB 
tournaments, it doesn't blind me to 
the disruption their participation 
can cause. 

Sull, how can they improve, if they 
aren't allowed to play? Shouldn't 
we be in favor of their improve- 
ment? The whole issue is contro- 
versial. Do computers use notes 
during the game? They perform a 
table lookup during the opening 
which would be very similar to a 
chess player using ECO as a 
reference. Is this cheating? 


In any case, I'm very curious about 
them, wish to test myself against 
them and desire to pass a few tips 
to help you play these inhuman 
chess experts. 


White: James Eade (2303) 
Black: Cray Blitz (2190) 
Colle System 


1,44 еб 

It appears to be willing to play the 
French; I thought about it, but 
decided to keep it in a Q-pawn 
game. 

2. Nf3 Nf6 3. Nbd2 


I used the same move order in my 
first-round game, so this is not 
entirely *get the computer out of 
book" logic. However, this simple 
transposition of a Colle system 
caused the Cray to use 20 minutes. 
it seemed like a human finally 


MAN VERSUS MACHINE 


intervened and forced it to play, or 
it could have sat longer! 


3. ...d5 4. e3 Bd6 5. Bd3 0-0 6. 0-0 
c3 7. c3 


The Cray expected only dc. It again 
used a lot of time on what are 
essentially obvious moves. 


This becomes critical later when it 
searches only 5-6 moves deep, 
instead of 7-8, because its search 
depth is based on the amount of 
time it has. 

7, ...Мс6 8, Oe2 

Ken Smith calls this ‘an interesting 
alternative’. The Cray still expected 
8. dc, which is the main line. 


8...В97 

Inaccurate. Better is 8. ...e5 9. dc 
Вхс5 10. е4, ће usual line here. 
9. е4 са? 

This normal response isn't playable 
here. Better was 9. ...cd 10. Nxe4 
Nxe4 11. Qxe4 f5 followed by 
...Cd, giving White a clear but not 
overwhelming edge. 


10. e5 dxc3 11, be Nxe5 12. Nxe5 
Ос? 

The Cray re-establishes material 
equality with 3 pawns for the piece, 
but misevaluates the position only 
as 1/10 of a pawn better for White. 


13. Nd(3 Qxc3 14. Bb2 


Much more effective than 14 Bg5, 
which is all the Cray analyzed. 
According to the programmer, one 
of Cray's biggest failures is 
considering long-range diagonal 
attacks, a problem I had as a 
novice. 


14. Qc7 15. Rfc1 Qb8 16, Ng5! 


The Cray missed this too. The main 





continued p. 19 
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FOR THE YOUNG PLAYER 


The following game was played by 
two of the leading chess players on 
the local scene in the 1988 
Northern California Championship, 
a round-robin event held in 
Berkeley under the sponsorship of 
Games of Berkeley. The event was 
won by FM David Glueck with 4 
out of 5. Scores of the participants 
were: FM Craig Mar and IM 
Guillermo Rey 3.5, FM Dov 
Gorman 3, FM Mark Buckley 1, 
and SM Paul Cornelius 0 (better 
luck next time Paul!). Ratings 
ranged from 2509 to 2412. 


In my experience, round robin 
tournaments were an essential part 
of my developement as a chess 
player. In the late 50's and 60's, 
Bay Area round-robins were 
sponsored by the Chess Friends of 
Northern California, by the 
California State Chess Federation 
(annual State Championship), and 
by the Mechanics' Institute on an 
invitational basis. I became a chess 
master as a result. I would hope that 
similar opportunities are to be 
developed in N. CA for the "new 
generation" of young chess 
masters. Games of Berkeley has 
taken a good step in that direction. 
About our game, the tournament 
winner meets his highest rated 
opponent in an absorbing struggle 
for control of the center. Black 
avoids White's proposal to sweep 
away all center pawns as then 
White's centrally posted pieces 
would dominate play. The penalty 
is a weak pawn center for Black. 
Yes, there were quite a few 
questionable moves, but I think that 
you will find them instructive. 
Apparently, time pressure contrib- 


uted to some of the errors in the 
culminating phase of this game. 
However, our patience is rewarded 
by a fine Rook and pawn endgame 
at the finish. 


White: FM David Glueck (2446) 
Black: FM Craig Mar (2509) 
N. CA Championship, Berkeley 
1988 
Fonziani Opening 


1.64 е5 2, МІЗ Nc6 3. c3 NÍ6 
Proposing 4. d4 Nxe4 (4. ...d6 is 
playable too.) 5. d5 Nb8 6. Bd3 
Nc5 7. Nxe5 Nxd34 8. Nxd3 d6 

9. 0-0 Be7 10. Qf3 0-0 11. Rel Nd7 
12. Nd2 Nf6, a quiet positional 
game with approximately equal 
chances. Recent examples with the 
wide open 3. ...d5 are commented 
upon in the Appendix. 

4, d3 g6 

The invitation to the Philidor 
Defense in reverse, 4. ...d5 5. Nbd2 
Bc5, is declined. Mar has my 
sympathy. Facing this defense with 
a move less against a probable 
specialist is bound to make one 
nervous. Hence, a solid line is 
selected. 


5, 64!7 

Very good, White gains territory 
while Black is persuaded to 
reinforce his strong point e5. 


3.44406 6, Nbd2 Bg? 7, Be2 0-0 
8, Bb2!? 

Alert play, White senses the 
possibility of central action before 
committing his King. 

8. ...М№е8?! 

An indifferent move proving 
Glueck's intuition correct. Black 
proceeds according to his plan as if 


White had castled. 8. ...Qe7 is 


better. The simple overprotection of 
e5 would have discouraged White's 


projected d4, since the e4 pawn 
would become forfeit. 


9. 65 №7? 


Better in order to maintain Black's 


center is 9. ... Nb8 10. d4 Nd7. 
10. d4 ed 


To avoid this exchange now would 


be awkward. 


11. cd c5 

What else is there? Nevertheless, 
both players miss the redeeming 
feature of this move. 

12. Qc2?! 

Correct is 12. bc bc 13. Qc2, and 
White has the better position. 
12. ...cd? 

Why not 12. ...b6, securing his 
fortunately gained foothold? 
13. Вх44 Bxd4 14, Nxd4 d5 
Black’s point, but at great cost to 
his safety. 

15. Rdl! 006 

If 15. ...de?, White gains tactical 
momentum with 16. Nc4. 

16. Ob2 Of6 


If 16. ...de 17. Nxe4 Qa54 
(17. ... Nd6? 18. Nxd6 Qxd6 


19. NfS is a pitfall.) 18. Rd2, White 


is prepared to accumulate more 
tempi by pushing Black’s Queen. 
So, Mar seeks a better post for his 
Queen. 

7. 0- 6 18 
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Àn acid test of Black's line seems 
to be 18. ...de 19. Nxe4 Nxe4 

20. Bxe4 Nf5 21. Qb4 Nxd4 

22. Rxd4 Rd8 23. R1d1 Rxd4 

24. Qxd4 Qxd4 25. Rxd4 Be6 

26. Bxb7 Rb8 27. Bc6 Bxa2 

28. Ra4 Be6 (28. ...Bd5? 29. Bxd5 
Rxb5 fails because of 30. Ba2) 29. 
Rxa7, and White wins the ending. 
So, Mar chooses to bring out his 
laggard Bishop now. 


19. Qb4 Rfd8 20, Nxe6 fe 


I 20. ...Qxe6 (as suggested by Ron 
Basich in the tournament bulletins 
published by Games of Berkeley) 
21. Rfel de 22. Nxe4 Nxe4 

23. Qxe4 Qxe4 24. Bxe4 Rxd1 

25. Rxd1 Rb8 26. Rd7, and White 
vins the ending. The thematic 
superiority of White's Bishop 
persuades Mar to accept weak 

center pawns. 


21. Rfel Of4?! 


A desperate adventure that 
precipitates the loss of a pawn. The 
alternatives 21. ...Nxe4? 22. Nxe4 
ded 23. Qxe4 or 21. ...Nf7? 22. e5! 
Nxe5 (22. ...Qg5 23. h4) 23. RxeS 
ilo lose material. The only defense 
against 22. e5 that also avoids a 

pawn loss is 21. ... N6c8, but that 
understandably did not attract Mar. 


May 1989 


by Erik Osbun 


22. Ob3 Rac8 
What else can Black do? 


23. ed e5 


After 23. ...Nxd5?, 24. Rxe6 would 
end the game quickly. 


24. g3 Qd4 

White has too much after 24. ...Qf6 
25. Ме4 Мхе4 (25. ...Qf5? 26. Bg4 
or 25. ...Qf7? 26. Ng5) 26. 6+ 
Kg7 27. dxe7 Rxdl, so Black 
permits liquidation. 

25. Ne4 Qc4 26. Nxd6 Qxb3 27. ab 
Rxd6 28, Rxe5 Nf5 29. Be2?! 

29. Bg4 is correct. Then 29. ...Rf8 
30. Bxf5 gf (30. ...Rxf5 31. Rxf5 
gf 32. f4) 31. f4 is a winning 
endgame for White. Perhaps 
Glueck had some aversion to foür- 
Rook endgames. 


29. ...Rb6?! 

An adventure, perhaps hoping for 
30. Bc4 Nd6. Black's choices seem 
unattractive: 29. ...Rc3 30. Rd3, or 
29. ...R8d8 30. Bg4. Nevertheless, 
Black has prospects of establishing 
a blockade with 29. ...Kf7!? 

30. Bg4 (30. Bc4 Kf6) Kf6. 


30. Ral? 

Pieces are like cards, you must 
know when to hold them and when 
to fold them. In this case, to fold 
them is appropriate: 30. Bg4 Rxb5 
(30. ...Rf8 31. Bxf5 gf 32. d6) 

31. Bxf5 gf 32. Rd3, and White 
should win. 

7? 
Compounding the mistake, better is 
31. Bg4. 

il. Rc2 


The critical line is 31. ...Rc14 
32. Kg2 Rel 33. Ra2, as shown 


below. No harm is done by the text. 





Both players must have been in 
time pressure. Black acquiesces to 
the wrong liquidation at a point 
when 32. ...Rcl+ 33. Kg2 Rel 
34. Ra2 NxbS 35. f4 Nc3 36. Rc2 
Rxe2- 37. R2xe2 Nxe2 38. Rxe2 
Rxb3 actually gives drawing 
chances. 


33. Rxe2 Rxe2 34. Kxe2 Rxb5 
35, Ke3 


In contrast to the line given above, 
White has a more active King and 
Rook. 


Ке7 38. Кай! 

The introduction to a nice piece of 
endgame technique, this is the way 
to undermine Black’s position. 
38, ...Rb2 39, Rh8 Re2+ 40, Kd4 
Rxf2 


40. ...Rd2+ 41. Ke4 ( or 41. Ke3 
Rxd5 42. Rxh7+ Kf6 43. Rxb7 ) 
Re2+ 42. Kf3 Re5 43. Rxh7 Kf6 
44. Rxb7 Rxd5 45. М looks like a 
probable White win. 


4] Rxh7+ K f6?! 

41. ...Kd5 needs to be explored: 
42. Rxb7 Rd2+ 43. Ke4 Re2+ 
44. Kf4 Rxh2 (or 44. ...Kxd5 


continued p. 22 
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LOCALS UPSET FAVORITES AT NATIONALS 


On May 5-7, eight hundred and 
fifty young chess players gathered 
in Knoxville, Tennessee to compete 
both individually and for their 
school at the 1989 National High 
School Championships. This year, 
the Bay Area was represented by à 
team of five from Independence 
High of San Jose, Andy McManus 
(2101) of Head Royce, Alameda, 
Karel Baloun of Bellarmine Col- 
lege Prep, San Jose, and Alan Tse 
(1892) of Lowell, San Francisco. 
The underrated Independence team, 
which took second at the Northern 
California Scholastcs, upset their 
way to tie 5th through 7th place oa 
the team charts. Although they "їх 
7th on tiebreaks, this team о! 
Winston Chiang (1693) 5 1/2, 
Vladimir Caruz (1816) 4 1/2, P: ip 
Chiu (Unr.) 4 1/2, Paul Carrino 
(Unr.) 3 1/2, and Walter Tu (1824) 
2 1/2 was able to score 18 poin.: ii 
a strong 155 team field. 


Most noteworthy were Caruz's 
draw with N CA High School co- 
champ McManus (2101), and 
Chiang's wins over Doug Enright 
(1922) and, in the last round, Ross 
Colby (1996). Unfortunately, 
McManus's co-champ Walter Tu 
had an off tournament suffering 
from a cold the whole weekend. In 
first place was an unknown team 
from Portland, Oregon: Woodrow 
Wilson High at 21 points. Second 
and third place were split between 
perennial powerhouse George 
Washington from Pennsylvania and 
defending champs University High 
from Arizona. Team scores were 
determined by adding up the four 
highest individual scores from each 
school. 


Individual High School honors 
went to FM Alex Sherzer (2500) 
with a perfect 7-0. Over two 
hundred points higher than his 
closest opposition, Sherzer had 
little challenge this tournament. In 
second place was Oliver Tai (2101) 
with 6 1/2 points. On a more local 
perspective, Karel Baloun (1901) of 
Bellarmine upset his way to the top 
by drawing 2nd ranked NM Robby 
Adamson (2280) in round three, 
beating Elvin Wilson (2132) in 
round four, and drawing two 
experts in the final rounds. Baloun, 
who was fully supported by 
Bellarmine's Associated Student 
Body, didn't let anyone down by 
tying for 8th through 24th with 5 1/ 
2 points, placing 14th on üebreaks. 
However, an even bigger upset was 
Chiang's 5 1/2 point finish. Chiang 
was the only under 1800 player to 
place in the top twenty-five, taking 
2Ath on tiebreaks. Finally, Tse was 
able to turn in a solid 4 1/2 points 
performance, while McManus's 

4 1/2 points seems quite disappoint- 
ing. 

The chief tournament director was 
Bill J. Snead of Amarillo, Texas, 
and special thanks goes to GM 
Yasser Seirawan for being the 
official tournament commentator. 


Below are some games from the 
tournament winner Sherzer, 
Baloun, and Chiang. 
White: FM Alex Sherzer (2500) 
Black: Vladimir Zafrin (1946) 
Sicilian Najdorf 


1. e4 c5 2. N[2 d6 2. d4 cd 4. Nxd4 
Sherzer is a noted expert on the 
Sicilian. 


C e3 e6 


7. Bc2 Qc7 8. f4 
10. Qe1 0-0?! 
Black shouldn't have castled so 
quickly after White's last move 
which prepares Qg3 with a King- 
side attack. For now, Black's King 
has nothing to fear in the center, 
е.р. 10. ...Ва7 11. 5?! е5! 


11. Kh] Re8 

Clearing a retreat square on f8 for 
the King Bishop, a potential 
defense. 


12. Qg3 Rbs 

If 12. ...b5?! immediately, then 
13. Nxc6 Qxc6 14. Bf3! Rb8 15. е5 
ма5 16. 65! de 17. Bh6 Bf6 

(17. ...g6?! 18. Qxe54-) 18. Bxg?! 
Bxg7 19. f6 wins either King or 
Queen. 

13, е5 М45 14. МІ5! ВІЗ 

Not 14. ...ef? 15. Nxd5 Qqd7 (if 
15. ...Qd8 16. Bb6 Qd7 17. Nf6+ 
Bxf6 18. ef g6 19. Qh4 Qe6 

20. Bc4 d5 21. Rael+-) 16. Nf6+ 
Bxf6 17. ef g6 18. Qh4 Qe6 

19. Вс4 45 20. Bxd5! (20. ...Qxe3 
21. Rael 4-) Qd6 21. Radl wins 
easily. 


c7 9. 0-0 Nc6 





White wins an Exchange 


20, (5! eS 
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Not 20. ...gh? 21. fe! +- 

. Ng4 Bxd6 d 
b5 24. c3 ВЬ??! 
Better is 24. ...Rb7 to defend the 
second rank, as now White is able 
io play the positional crusher... 
25, (6! g6 26. Bho Bis 
White threatened 27. Bg7+ Kg8 
28. Nh6#! 
41. Nxe! Od» 
Black's position is hopeless 
because of his loose pieces. Even 
simplification favors White here. 


28. Bg7+ Kg8 

if 28. ...Bxg7 29. fxg7+ Kxg7 just 
opens up more lines to Black’s 
King 

29, Bxf8 Nxe5 30, Rxd4 Oxg2+ 
30. ...Qe6 31. Bh6 is just as 
hopeless for Black. 

3l. Qxg2 Bxg2* 32. Kxg2 Rxf8 
Ап Exchange and a pawn up, it’s 
just a matter of time for an FM. 





Rb 36, Rxb5! 1-0 (Yu) 
White: Karel Baloun, 
Bellarmine (1901) 
Black: Elvin Wilson (2132) 
Sicilian Defense, 2. f4 


І, е4 с5 2, 14 45 3. ed Qxd5 4, Nc3 
048 5. МЗ М6 


In this uncommon variation of the 
Sicilian, White's misplaced f4 

pawn blocks his Queen Bishop and 
loosens up his Kingside. However, 
White gets quicker development 
and a firm grip on eS. 


5. Ме5 е6 7, Вс4 547 8, Qe2!? 
№е5 


Мау 1989 


by Peter Yu 


Forced, as White was threatening 
9. Nxf7! followed by 10. Qxe6 

. fe Nd7 10. 0-0 B-e7 11. d3 0-0 
12. Bf4?! 
Note that White has solved both 
initial problems of a blocked Q- 
Bishop and an exposed King side, 
only to carelessly block the f-file 
himself. 


12. ...Nb6 13, Bb3 Nd5 14. Bd2 


Now it's evident that White lost a 
tempo as d2 was a much better 


square for the Q-Bishop. 
14. ...№с3?! 
Why trade such a well-posted 


piece? Black had nothing to fear 
from 15. Nxd5 ed. 


15. Bxc3 b5 16. a4! b4 17. Bd2 


White has succeeded in locking up 


the Queenside, where Black is 
likely to have initiative. 

17. ...Qd4+ 18. Kh1 Qxb2 
Typical to the Sicilian, White 
gambits a useless pawn for better 


piece development. Now Black has 
to develop some threats of his own 


before White can start an attack. 


19. Кае] Qd4 20, RB Bb7 21. Rh3 


56 


Forced, otherwise White continues 


22. Qh5 and forces mate. 

24. Rf1 Rac8 23. RÍ4 Qq7? 

Black should have gone for the 
perpetual with 23...Qal+ 24. Rfl 
Qd4 as 24. Bel pins White’s piece 
unnecessarily. 

2А. ОР Кс7? 

A better defense of f7 is 24...Bd5 
so Black can push e5 and activate 
his Queen. 


2! ! 
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The crusher, which must have 
caught Black unprepared. 


6. ...Bxf6 


No better was 26... Bxb3 27. Qh4 
h5 28. Qg5 Bd8 29. Rxh5 4- 


g2 30. Rg7* Kh8 31. Qe2 1-0 
À beautiful win both positionally 
and tactically (Yu) 
White: Ross Colby, 
University High, Arizona (1966) 
Black: Winston Chiang, 
Independence, CA (1685) 
French Defense 
1.64 26 2. Nf3 Ne7?! 
Better is the normal 2. ... d5. 


3. d4 d5 4. e5 c5 5. c3 Nec6 6, Bd3 


cd 


Black has transposed into an Ad- 
vanced variation a tempo down, 
and he now gives up tension in the 
center. His only consolation is rapid 
Kingside development, something 
which the Advanced Variation is 
supposed to inhibit. 


7. ed Bb4+ 8, Nc3 b6 

To exchange off his bad Q Bishop 
2. Qe2 a5 10. 0-0 Bxc3 11. bc Ваб 
Black finally gets what he wants (he 


had to take on c3 to prevent 12. Nb5) 
at the cost of development. 


continued p. 19 
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AN ANTIDOTE TO THE QUEEN'S INDIAN 


White: Stempin 
Black: GM I. Farago 
Polanica Zdroj, 1983 

Queen's Indian Defense 


1. 44 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 


Farago has chosen the Queen's 
Indian Defense rather than con- 
testing the center with pawns as in 
the Queen's Gambit Declined, 
which would be reached after 

3. ...d5. As early as move three, 
then, we can speculate on the plans 
envisioned by each player. Stempin 
will play for a powerful pawn cen- 
ter behind which he can mass his 
pieces for an attack. The object of 
that attack will not become clear 
until later in the game, but most 
likely will involve a demonstration 
against the castled King on g8 or an 
invasion down the c-file. Farago, 
for his part, will contest the for- 
mation of this center. He has de- 
clared by his third move that he 
wishes to battle for control of e4 
and d5 with his pieces rather than 
his pawns. Particularly the Nf6, the 
Bb7, and the King's Bishop, which 
will move to b4 and prevent 
White's Queen Knight from 
assisting in the quest for e4 and 45. 


4, a3 


This prophylactic move was 
popularized by Petrosian and 
forged into a fearsome weapon by 
Kasparov. (We will see how 
fearsome in a moment!). The 
strategic idea is clear: by prevent- 
ing Black from playing Bf8-b4 
White removes a Black piece from 
the battle for the center. If Black 
proceeds quietly with 4. ...Bb7 

5. №3 Ве7? 6. Qd5! he will find it 
impossible to prevent e4 by White. 


This leaves Black two choices: he 
can concede that his original con- 
ception of long-range central occu- 
pation has been frustrated by 
White's careful play, play d5 to 
prevent e4, and take solace that 


White has taken time out to play a3. 


Alternatively, he can allow e4, but 
under circumstances favorable to 
himself. He will fight in the center 
with c5 and use his pieces to con- 
trol d5, hoping his counterplay will 
prevent White from methodically 
building a deadly attack. So... 


4....Ваб 


Surprised? Farago attacks the с4 
pawn, causing Stempin to alter his 
plans for the moment, but Farago 
does not fantasize about winning 
the c-pawn. The strategic thought 
behind his move is intertwined with 
the history of the opening. 

Let us digress and consider the 
natural 4. ...Bb7. 5. Nc3 is clearly 
White's intention. 5. ...d5 Black 
must both prevent d5 and a 
subsequent e4. Surprisingly, after 
this natural move Black gets an 
extremely diffficult game. White 
plays 6. cd and Black is faced with 
the choice of two evils. If he 
recaptures with the pawn, White 
will post his light-squared Bishop 
on the g2-d5-b7 diagonal. Since 
White’s Bishop is attacking the 
pawn, and Black’s is only defend- 
ing it, White will retain an edge. 
The diagram shows an example of 
Black’s difficulties in these 
positions: 





White threatens to play c4, ex- 
change on d5, play Qb3 to tie Black 
to the defense of the d5 pawn, 
exchange dark-squared Bishops 
with Ba3 (the White Bishop cannot 
participate in the attack on d5, but 
its Black counterpart can, it can 
remove White's fine Knight on f4 
and ease the pressure by removing 
an attacker), and finally double 
Rooks and penetrate down the c- 
file. So Black tried 1. ...c6 in order 
to meet c4 with dc, but after 2. e4 
de (else 3. e5) 3. Bxe4 Black has 
traded one weakness for another. 
The lame duck on d5 is gone, but 
the c6 pawn is pinned and blocks 
the Bb7. Furthermore, White's 
control of the center allows a 
Kingside coup. Black collapsed 
after 14. ...Nc7 15. Qc2 g6 16. c4 
Bf6 (Note 16. ...Qxd4? 17. Bb2 
Ос5 18. Ка41 Ка48 19. Nxg6 +-) 
17. Bb2 Re8 18. Rfd1 Bg7 19. Bg2 
Ne6 20. d5! cxd5 21. Nxd5 Qb8 
22. Bxg7! Kxg7 23. Qc3+ Kh6 

24. Rel (threatens Re4-h4) Nc7 
25. Qd2 Kg7 26. Qd4+ Kh6 

27. Qf4+ Kg7 28. Qc7 and White 
chalks up a big W. 


Black’s second choice can also be 
disastrous. If Black recaptures on 
45 with a piece keeping the 
diagonal open White can immedi- 
ately play e4 and attack. The 
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following position could have been 
reached after 1. dd Nf6 2. c4 еб 

3. МЗ b6 4. a3 Bb7 5. Nc3 d5 

6. cxd5 Nxd5 7. Qc2 c5 8. e4 Nc3 
9. bc and a subsequent cd by Black. 
Now we transpose into Kasparov- 
Portisch 1983. 





Kasparov rocked Portisch with 

17. d5!! ed 18. ed Bxd5 19. Bxh74 
Kxh7 20. Rxd5 Kg8 21. Bxg7!! 
Awesome: the Kingside is laid 
bare. That Portisch last until move 
35 is a tribute to his defensive skill. 
Quickly, 21. ...Kxg7 22. Ne5 Rfd8 
23. Qg44- Kf8 24. Qf5 f6 25. Nd7+ 
Rd7 26. Rd7 Qc5 27. Qh7 Rc7 

28. Qh8+ Kf7 29. Rd3 Nc4 

30. Rfd1 Ne5 31. Qh7+ Ke6 

32. 088+ КЕ5 33. р4+ Kf4 

34. Rd4+ Kf3 35. Qb3+ Resigns. If 
anyone tells you Chess is a science 
and not art, show them this game. 
Kasparov’s intuitive sacrifice is a 
masterpiece of inspiration and 
creativity, not calculation. 

But, back to Stempin-Farago. 
Farago must have seen Portisch’s 
demolition, hence his rather wise 
decision to allow e4 but achieve 
counterplay based on ...c5. How 
should Stempin protect his c4 
pawn? 


3. Qc2 
The Queen supports e4, but the d5 


May 1989 


by Seth Rothman 


push will be more difficult without 
the Queen on d1. Note, if 5. e3 or 
5. Nbd2 Black may safely play 

5. ...d5 and White’s pieces will be 
out of place as compared to the 
examples above. Black will 
therefore have enough time to 
create central counterplay and 
retain equality. 


5. ВЬ? 


What's this? Black violates opening 
principles to move the same piece 
twice. For now suffice with the 
explanation that White's a3 did not 
develop a piece, so Black can 
afford to give back a tempo in this 
relatively closed position (pawns 
have yet to be exchanged). 


6. Nc3 c5 


White's move is easy to under- 
stand, he's playing to achieve е4, 
Black for his part will allow this 
but secures himself part of the 
center with ...c5. But why the 
weird move order by Black? Why 
not 4. ...c5? Because then White 
may answer 5. d5! and he controls 
the important central squares. I'll 
let Kasparov explain it to Gligoric 
and we can watch. 1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 
e6 3. Nf3 b6 4. a3 c5?! 5. d5 Ba6 
6. Qc2 exd5 7. cxdS g6 (Not 

7. ...Nxd5? 8. Qe4-.. This tactic is 
the reason Farago moves his 
Bishop twice before playing ...c5 
in our main line game). If 4. a3 Ba6 
5. Qc2 c5 6. d5 is possible since 

6. ...exdS 7. cxdS Nxd5 8. Qe4+ 
and we're back to Kasparov- 
Gligoric 8. Bf4!? (An innovation by 
Kasparov aimed at trading the d5 
pawn for the d6 pawn after d7-d6, 
when the opened center will favor 
White who is better developed. 





Timman beat Larsen with the more 
natural plan of Nc3/g3/Bg2/O-O/ 
Rel/e4 which is also playable.) 

8. ...d6 (Forced, if 8. ...Bg7 9. Bd6 
and the King is embarrassed for a 
home.) 9. Nc3 Bg7 10. Qa4+ (The 
point of 8. Bf4 is becoming clearer, 
now the Queen must interpose or 
the d6 pawn is lost.) 10. ...Qd7 

11. Bd6 Qxa4 12. Nxa4 Nxd5 

13. O-O-O (Kasparov occupies the 
newly opened file first.) 13. ...Ne7 
14. e4 Bxf1 15. Rhxf1 Nbc6 

16. Nc3 (Poor Gligoric can't get 
castled, if he castles Kingside 

17. Nd5 is strong, and if Queenside 
17. Ng5.) 16. ...Rd8 17. Nb5 Rd7 
18. Bf4 Rd1 19. Rdi O-O (finally) 
20. Rd7 Ra$8 (forced) 21. Bd6 Nc8 
22. Nc7 Rb8 23. Na6 Ка8 24. Bf4 
N8e7 25. Bd6 Nc8 26. Bg3 (After 
demonstrating to Gligoric his 
helplessness for both time on the 
clock and psychological effect, 
Kasparov embarks on the winning 
bind.) 26. ... N8e7 27. Bh4 Bf8 

28. Bf6 Rd8 29. Rc7 Re8 30. g4 
Bg7 31. g5 Bf8 and White won by 
advancing team Kasparov as far up 
the board as possible before 
exchanging into a won ending. 
Back to Stempin-Farago. 


7. e4 


Thematic, but let's look briefly (I 
promise) at White's alternatives: 


Portisch has continually tried 7. e3 
with the idea of allowing Black to 
double his f-pawns in exchange for 
the two Bishops, but this passive 
move does not cause Black 
significant problems. e. g., 7. e3 
cxd4 8. exd4 Be7 9. Bd3 Bxf3 

10. gxf3 Nc6 11. Be3 Rc8 = 


The gambit 7. d5 was refuted by 


continued p. 16 





Antidote 


continued from p. 15 


Marianovic thus: 7. d5 exd5 8. cxd5 
Nxd5 9. BgS (9. Qe4+ Qe7) Be7! 
10. Qe4 Nxc3! 11. Qxb7 Nc6 

12. Bxe7 Kxe7! and the Queen is 
trapped and lost. 


After 7. dc, Yusupov's idea, Black 
gets easy equality, e. g. 7. dxc5 
bxc5 8. Bg5 Be7 9. e3 d6 10. Be2 
Nh5 11. Bxe7 Qxe7 12. b4 Nc6 

13. bxc5 dxc5 14. Rb1 Nf6 15. О-О 
O-O- 

After 7. e4 White threatens d5 in 
earnest so Black follows through 
with his strategic plan of preventing 
this for good: 

1, са; 4 


We have come to ап important 
crossroads, Black has tried three 
plans of development, and this 
position is the tabia of the entire 
...Ba6 variation. 





Let us examine Black’s two 
alternatives: 


a) 8....Bc5 Kicking the Knight 
with tempo, nevertheless both Kon- 
ikowski and Ribli in their books on 
the Queen’s Indian criticize this 
move because it allows the capture 
of this important defensive piece. 
The point is that after 9. Nb3 Black 
cannot take the time to play 

9. ... Be7 since 10. e5 Ng4 11. Qe2! 
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favors White. Early games in this 
line showed Black getting smashed 
after 9. Nb3 Nc6 10. Nxc5 Nd4 

11. Qdl bxc$5 12. Be3 e5 13. Bd3. 
For example, Psakhis-Karner 1983 
continued 13. ...a5 14. O-O d6 

15. 4 ћ6 16. КЫ О-О 17. 4! аб 
18. ab Rxa3 19. Bd2 Qa8 20. fxe5 
Nxe4 (20. ...dxe5 21. Rxf6!) 

21. Bxe4 Bxe4 22. Nxe4 Qxe4 

23. ed and White’s Queenside 
pawns decided the issue in his 
favor. However, this did not signify 
the death of the ... Bc5 variation. 
The dark-square blockade merely 
had to be implemented more 
carefully. A more recent game 
(Vyzmanavin-Salov 1986) showed 
how to equalize thus: 10. ...bxc5 
11. Bd3 d6 12. O-O O-O 13. Bg5 
h6 14. Bh4 g5 15. Bg3 е5 16. Qdl 
a5 17. Rb1 Rb8 18. Rel Kg7 19. f3 
Bc8 20. Bf2 Be6 = Salov, in fact, 
went on to win the game. The 
success of this Nimzowitschian 
strategy has dissuaded White 
players from taking on c5 and has 
resulted in the popularity of 

8. ...Вс5 amongst the defenders. It 
has recently superseded 8. ...d6 as 
the main line. Surprisingly, though, 
Black’s results do not justify this 
new-found faith in 8. ...Bc5. The 
latest word appears to be Novrikov- 
Cernin 1987 which proceeded 

9. Nb3 Nc6 10. Bg5 a6! 11. O-O-O 
Qc7 12. Kb1 Be7 13. #4 №4! = 
although White went on to win. 
The idea seems to be to play the 
...d6 variation with the White 
knight banished to b3, a less than 
ideal square. Black's loss of tempo, 
however, allows Queenside castling 
for White with good results : e. g. 
Gurevic-Lerner 1987 9. Nb3 Nc6 
10. Bg5 h6 11. Bh4 d6 12. O-O-O 
Qe7 13. Be2 g5 14. Bg3 e5 15. Nd5 
Nxd5 16. cxdS Nd4 17. Nxd4 Bxd4 





18. Rxd4! exd4 19. Qa4+ Kf8 with 
a big edge for White, and Kaspa- 
rov—van der Wiel 1988 went 9. Nb3 
Nc6 10. Bg5 a6 11. O-O-O Qc7 
12. Kb1 O-O-O 13. Qd2 d6 14. f3 
h6 15. Bf4 Ne5 16. h4 Kb8 17. h5 
with a big spatial edge for White 
which culminated with a winning 
sac on the queenside. Black's fear 
of Kingside castling in these 
examples stems from the threat of a 
quick f4-f5 by White since his King 
is safely on the queenside. 

b) 8. ...Nc6. First played by Miles 
(against Christiansen 1985), the 
idea is to ease the defense with an 
immediate exchange. The game ran 
9. Nxc6 Bxc6 10. Be2 (preparing 
e5 when Black does not have Ng4) 
10. ...Qb8!? 11. Be3 Bc5 12. Bxc5 
bxc5 13. O-O Qe5 14. f3 Rb8 and 
the strongly centralized Queen gave 
Black the advantage. To combat 
this Queen maneuver White players 
have made 10. Bf4 the main line, 
and the latest word appears to be 
Ribli-Miles 1988 8. ...Nc6 9. Nxc6 
Bxc6 10. Bf4 Nh5 11. Be3 Bc5 

12. Bxc5 bxc5 13. g3 O-O 14. Be2 
Nf6 15. O-O Qb8 16. Rad1 Rd8 
17. f4 d6 18. Bf3 Qb7 19. Qe2 with 
a small edge for White. g3 is played 
to keep the Knight out of f4 and 
prepare f4 in case of Qe5. 


What is the situation after 8. ...d6? 
In the next few moves both sides 
will develop their remaining forces 
to effective squares, but which 
squares? White will develop to 
attack Black's weaknesses. White's 
obvious initial target is the d6 
pawn. He can play his Rooks to the 
half-open d-file in conjunction with 
a Knight on bS. If Black prevents 
this maneuver with ...a6, White 
will have a new target at b6. Addi- 
tionally, White’s long-term object- 
ive, after tying Black to the pro- 


dile 
may b 








Antidote 
continued from p. 16 


tection of d6 and b6, is to breach 
the Black defenses with e5 or c5. 
Since White controls more space at 
the moment he will be able to de- 
velop his forces to more aggressive 
squares than Black, eventually the 
opening of the position with the e5 
or c$ break should favor the side 
with the better disposed forces. 
(Remember Kasparov's 45 break 
against Portisch.) Black’s plan is to 
maintain successfully his hedgehog 
against White's pawn breaks, thus 
keeping the center closed until he 
can arrange his forces effectively. It 
will be harder for Black to develop 
because (1) the initiative is with 
White, so Black will have to pay a 
mind to defense; and (2) Black 

must maneuver with less terrain; he 
controls only three ranks compared 
lo White's four. Once developed, 
Black will then prepare to claim his 
share of the center. This will 

require him to play one of his 

central pawns forward, usually the 
d6 pawn, since playing eS will 
accentuate the weakness of d6, and 
give White control of d5. White’s 
space advantage gives him a slight 
edge, but Black retains a trump: his 
lwo center pawns to White’s опе. 
Currently, White can remedy this 

by exchanging his c-pawn for 

Black's d-pawn after it moves to 

d, so Black will also keep an eye 
ош for the chance to play b5 and 
remove the c-pawn from its vigilant 
control of the center. 


1. Bed 


White prepares to castle, and 

guards g4 to prepare for Be3 

without fearing Ng4. If 9. Bd3 the 
Mile is blocked and the bishop 
my be attacked by Nbd7-eS. If 
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9. g3? Nxe4 followed by f5. 9. Bg5 
has also been tried with the idea of 
a quick f4-f5. By achieving f$ 
White hopes to force ...e5 and gain 
control of d5. A. Petrosian tried this 
against Sokolov, 1985: After 

9. BgS a6 10. Rdl Nbd7 11. f4 Be7 
12. І5 Sokolov responded with the 
cold-blooded 12. ...O-O! With the 
White King still in the middle 
White must be careful about 
grabbing pawns. The game 
continued 13. Ёхеб №5! 14. №5! 
(14. ex£74? Rxf7 15. NfS Nfxe4 
16. Nxe7 Rxe7 17. Bxe7 Qxe7 and 
Black has a strong initiative) fxe6 
15. Nxe7 (15. Nxd6? Bxd6 16. e5 
Вхе5 17. Кх48 Raxd8 and again 
Black gets a strong initiative for the 
material) 15. ...Qxe7 16. b4 Ncd7 
and the game was eventually 
drawn. 


3. ...Be7 10. Q-O O-O 11, Be3 a6 
What's this? White played Be3 to 
pressure the b-pawn and Black 
voluntarily moves its best defender. 
Black had, in fact, little choice. 
Without this precaution White can 
make things very uncomfortable 
with 12. Rad] Nbd7 (else е5 і5 
strong for White: 13. e5 dxe5 

14. Nxe6) 13. Ndb5 Qb8 14. f4. 


. Rfd 


The right Rook. White Rooks will 
be placed on dl and cl, the two 
files half-open. 


12....0с7 

Black prepares to connect his 
Rooks and on c7 the Queen protects 
against e5 while avoiding the 
immediate threat of 13. e5 dxe5 

14. Nxe6. 


13,3 | 

White solidifies his center against a 
possible attack on the e4 pawn by 
Nbd7-c5 and clears f2 for his 


Queen so that the Queen and 
Bishop can bear down on b6. 


13. ... Nbd7 14. Rac8 Rac8 15. Bf1 


White has finished developing first 
and now begins operations. 
Stempin clears the path to f2. 
Farago, meanwhile is still trying to 
untangle. 


15. ...Qb8 

Farago improves the position of his 
Queen. From b8 it can prepare b5 
or participate in the Qa8-Bb7 
bauery if White is tempted into 14. 


16.0 


Getting away from the Rc8 and 
attacking b6. Ostermeyer-Sokolov, 
1984 saw the interesting Queen 
transfer 16. Qb3 Bd8 17. Qa2 Bc7 
18. Kh] Rfe8 19. Bgl NhS5 20. b4 
Qd8 21. Qd2 d5 22. Nde2 with a 
roughly equal position. 

16. ...В98!7 

A very interesting decision by 
Farago. He is attempting to play 
...d5, believe it or not. Remember 
this is Black’s grail in the position 
and must be accomplished at all 
costs. Farago's idea is to set up a 
Qb8-Bc7 battery and then play d5. 
Since the Bishop attacks White's 
h2 pawn, White will have no time 
to see to the d5 pawn. Another plan 
for Black is to develop his King's 
Rook by Rfe8 and B18: then he can 
play for d5 as soon as the White 
Queen moves as the Rook on e8 
will threaten the e3 Bishop after 


17. Kh] 

Stempin is alert; he prepares to 
guard h2 with Qgl, or at least avoid 
losing the h2 pawn with check 
(read: loss of tempo). Santa-Torre 
was less alert against Ribli, 1984 
and was punished for leaving the 
King on gl. He tried 17. b4 Re8 
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18. МЫЗ Вс7 19. Qh4 to protect h2, 
but now the Be3 is undefended so 
19. ...d5! 20. c5 bxcS 21. Nxc5 
Nxc5 22. Bxc5 Bf4! and Black had 
the advantage. 


11....Ке$ 

The Rook aligns opposite the 
Bishop on e3, but this is only a 
feint (in case the Queen removes its 
protection). 


18. 02116 


Believe it or not, it is Black who is 
going to attack on the Kingside, 
Farago brews the storm clouds and 
prepares g5. 

]9. b4! 

Stempin calmly ignores Farago's 
wing demonstartion by placing his 
faith in the solidity of the center. 
He begins to systematically squeeze 
Black by taking the c5 square away 
from Black's Knight, and prepares 
for the c5 break. 


19. ... Bc? 20. Bf2 
Avoiding tricks along the e-file. 


20. ...Kh8 

Preparing Rg8 and g5, Farago has 
begun to threaten the e4 pawn. His 
idea is to remove the f3 dfender by 
g5-g4. So, the plans are set (finally) 
for the middlegame. Farago will try 
to undermine e4 and Stempin will 
play for c5, when his rooks will 
spring to life. The position is level 
because, although Stempin will 
succeed first, his pieces are not 
aggressively placed to take 
advantage of the open center. 


a4 . Be3 
Stempin is playing accurately, he 
improves the position of his Bishop 
now that the Rook has left the e- 
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file, and holds up g5-g4 because of 


the weakness of the h6 pawn. 
22. ...р5 23. Ве2 
Read the note to 22. Be3 again. 
23. ... Rg6 
Protecting h6 and opening the door 
for Rcg8. 
4. c5! dxc5 c5 bxc 


26. Мхс5 Мхс5 


The zwischenzug 26. ...Bxh2 is 
inferior because of 27. Qxh2 Qxh2 
28. КхҺһ2 Мхс5 29. МІ5! White 
threatens to take on c5 and play 
Ne7 so 29. ...exf5 30. exf5 and 
Black is in big trouble because of 
his weakened Kingside. 


27. Кхс5 В46 
Black must dispute the c-file since 
his other rook is out of it on g6. 


28. Rxc8 Oxc8 29. Nb5 

Stempin plays for the two Bishops; 
he envisions 29. ...axb5 30. Rxd6 
when Black must take time to 
protect the pawn on b5. 


29. ...axb5 30, Rd6 g4! 

Beautiful; Farago equalizes by 
achieving his own plan, now if 
31. Bxb5 gxf3 and Black is 
winning. 

31. Od1 

Threatening 32. Rd8 winning the 
Queen. 

3]. ...Kh? 32. Rd4 

To protect the e4 pawn. Not 

32. BxbS still because of 

32. ...gxf3 33. gxf3 Nxe4! and the 
Knight cannot be taken since Bxe4 
would be mate in one. 


32. ...gxf3 33. Bxf3 
If 33. gxf3 e5! and after the Rook 


moves the Black Queen goes by 
express to h3 with advantage. 





Hitting the loose Bishop and the a. 
pawn. 


35. Осі 043 


Attacking the e-pawn rather than 
defend the b-pawn. 


36. Bgl! 

Stempin finds the best method of 
defense, he will meet captures on 
e4 with Qe3 and after the exchange 
of Queens will regain his pawn 
with RxbS. 

36, ...Nxe4? 

A blunder in time pressure. 

36. ...Bxe4 37. Bxe4 Nxe4 

38. Qxe3 Qxe3 39. Bxe3 Nd6 
40. Bxc5 is equal. 


37, Qe3! 

Stempin exploits the pinned 
Knight, if Black swaps Queens he 
will drop at least a pawn, e. g. 
37. ...Qxe3 38. Bxe3 f5 39. Rxb5 
ала Кхе5. 


37, ...Qc2 38. Re4! 

If 38. Bxe4 White is embarrassed 
by 38. ...Qxg2+ 39. Bxg2 Bxg2 
mate. 

38....[5 

Forced. If 38. ...Bxe4 39. Bxe4 and 
Bxg6 and White remains a piece 
ahead. 

39. Qa7 

If 39. RxeS Qxg2+ 


39. ...Rg7 40. Re2? 

Stempin returns the favor, with 
40. Rg4!! he could have maintained 
an edge: e. g. 40. ...fxg4 41. Bxb7 
with the idea of Qa8 and Be4. 


40, ...Qe2! 
Sure, 41. Bxe2 Bxg2 mate. 


b7 Rxb7 42. Bxe2 b4! 
43. axb4 Rxb4 1/2-1/2 


A draw was agreed. It’s Rook and 
pawn for two Bishops. 


--, — bb. 
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12. Ваз ! 
Making his pawn chain all the more 
formidable and preventing ...0-0. 

. ,.4Bxd3 13. 
Ne7 15. Nd2 0-0 
Black finally gets to castle, but he 
can't unpin yet. 
16.4 Ке8 17, ВІЗ б! 
Takes the bite out White's Rook lifts 
by locking up the pawn structure. 


18. ef Nf6 19. Rel Nf 20, h3 Rb8 


The c-file seems more natural. 


21,24 896 
Black has succeded in trading off 
White's dark square monopoly by 
threatening to hop to e4. 
.Вх46 Оха 
26 25. МІ b5 26. Ng3 Nxg3 
7 





R(S 30. Qe2 Re8 31. Rx 

И 

And the race begins! 

33, Qo2 Rb8 34. RfZ a4 35. h6?! 


A more direct way to create a 
passer is 35. g6 hg 36. hg. 

35. b3 36. Kg2 a3! 

Black takes control. If now 

37. Qxb3 Qxb3 38. ab Rxb3 Black 
wins the endgame. 

37. Qxa3 b2 38. Qe7 Qb7 

Forced, but now White is busted. 


39. Rxb2 Qxe7 40. Вхь8- КІ) 
4]. Rh8 Kg6 4 * 


60 0-1 A 
well played endgame by the 
underrated Chiang. 
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Man vs. Machine 
continued from p. 9 


idea is 17. Nxh7 and if 16. ...h6 
then 17. Nh7 anyway. The Cray 
now recognizes White's clear 
advantage. 


16. „.Веё 


A very useful defensive move, 
which isn't sufficient though. 


17. Ng4 


The Cray used 25 minutes here, 
leaving it with only 45 minutes left 
to move 40. By its own evaluation, 
it's now in big trouble. 


11... NAg4 
If 17. ...h6 18. Nxh6+ gh 19. Bxf6 
hg 20. Qh5! forces mate 


18. Bxh7+ Kh8 19, Oxg4 Bxh2+ 
Do computers give spite checks? 


20, Kh] Of4 21. Bxg7+ 1-0 
Again the human interfered. The 
computer probably would have 
played on until mate after 

21. ...Kxg7 22. Nxe6+. 


In our first game a tactical 
oversight on my part cost me an 
advantage I had gained in the 
opening and I was unable to win 
the subsequent R+P ending. The 
Cray played that ending quite well, 
though only afterwards I learned 
that it didn't play double Rook 
endings nearly as well because of 
all the additional move possibili- 
ties. 

From a psychological point of 
view, the human has the advantage 
that only he can learn about his 
opponent, which offsets the 
computer's advantage of never 
being tired, intimidated or sur- 
prised. 

From a purely tactical point of 
view, a human should get the 
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machines ‘out of book’ as soon as 
possible. They will play good 
moves, but that will take them a 
longer ume and cost them later. 
Attack them and trust yourself. 
Most machines still miss tactical 
elements such as a long-range 
diagonal attack, and otherwise 
make just plain bad moves (e.g. the 
trading of the three pawns for a 
piece). 

The machine will play simple 
positions better than you, so don't 
simplify as a matter of principle— 
play your normal game. While it’s 
true that their ability to calculate 
tactical possibilities is enormous, 
most machines will underestimate 
posiuons with enormous attacking 
potential, but no apparent concrete 
threats. 


Finally, I do support the advance of 
computers in chess. What we must 
preserve is the nature of the chess 
struggle, and creating it is still 
uniquely human, not challenged by 
the coming of the computer. We 
must also preserve the right of 
choice for those who want to play 
only humans, only machines, or 
both. 


Bay Area Splinter; May 
Kolty Hurdle Race (Apr.6-May 
11) TD: Fred Mayniz: Race 1: 
Isu2nd-Allen Becker (2152) 
and NM Lee Corbin (2211); 
Race 2: 1st-Jim Humecky 
(1878), 2nd-Robert Peterson 
(1728); Race 3: 1st-Sam Fouts 
(1662), 2nd-Julie Regan (1647); 
Race 4: lst-Phill Garcia (1300), 
2nd-Lyle Buchmiller (1456). 
The Kolty-Campbell Chess club 
meets every Thursday night to 
play chess. They plan both 
weekly tournaments starting July 
6, and à weekend tournament 
Sept. 2-4. 
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Romanishin 
continued from p. 3 


afraid to play in the last game, important game, without 
preparation, to make this move. I played normal and] lost 
in twenty moves. I lost in twenty moves and missed 
everything that tournament. After that I was very upset 
and I analysed overnight, analysing this variation with 
Bd3. All night I analysed it and then after that I had no 
opportunity to play it. After nine 'nonths I played against 
Petrosian in the Championship. | won the game with 
Bd3. Nextround Polugaevsky won, played the same Bd3 
against Gulko. But it's funny—if you find idea, you have 
no opportunity to play it. Maybe I played it once again 
only. But for instance Polugaevsky , I know he played 
many times, and Korchnoi also. 


It hasn't come up on the board. 


OR: Yes. Another idea of mine, an opening idea I think 
is mine, I started to play this, is what I played this 
tournament with Alburt... 
JS: You played a6 and b5 (1. Nf3 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. 3 аб 
4. Bg2 b5). 
OR: And we played with this opening too, 1974 Soviet 
Championship, ended in draw. And in the Spain tourna- 
ment] was talking about, against Schmidt and somebody 
else. I played many games with this variation and I think 
it was new. I think that nobody played before. In the 70's 
I played many game with Black and then after that I saw 
it was popular, Korchnoi started to play it and Mikhal- 
chishin. I think that maybe this variation is more mine 
than in the Nimzo, because g3 was played before, but in 
this case, a6 never before. 
JS: Do you still look in the beginning for things? Can you 
still find things like a6 and b5? 
OR: Not, it is not easy. I can do it once or twice. It is 
almost impossible to find something new in the begin- 
ning. 

THE PROFESSIONAL LIFE 
JS: What have been your best results? 
OR: Not easy to say what is best... 


JS: Most memorable. 


OR: Any tournament I win (laughter) ... maybe Lenin- 
grad '77 ahead of Karpov, Smyslov—I shared with Tal. 


It was Category 13. And Category 13 I won in Moscow 
1985, with 12 GMS. I was second in Tilburg 1977 behind 
Karpov. 

JS: Do you have a favorite city to play in? 

OR: There are many places where I like to play in 
Europe. In Tilburg, Biel, Dortmund, many places. It is 
very seldom that I am going to the same place the next 
year. In the Soviet Union it is Erevan and I am going to 
play this year 

JS: That's also Cat 12 or 13, very strong... 


OR: I don't know. They are trying to arrange Category 
12 maybe, if they manage it. It will be Petrosian Memo- 
rial Tournament. This year will be 60th anniversary of 
Petrosian birthday. They try to make it a good tourna- 
ment. 


JS: How oftendo you liketoplay, how many tournaments 
per year? 

OR: That is problem because sometimes I have no 
opportunity to play for some months. For instance, last 
tournament I played in Belgrade, it was in December. 
After December I have no opportunity to play anywhere 
for three months. Now I am playing in Europe. And 
before that I played many tournaments. The problem is, 
the best thing is to play one tournament, then you have 
time to rest and prepare, about a month, ‘til next tourna- 
ment. It is best, but for me it is impossible. I would like, 
but it is impossible. I cannot do it. 

JS: Depends upon invitations... 

OR: Upon invitations and possibilities to play any- 
where. Who knows? Sometimes I am going to tourna- 
ments even if I am tired. Because if I don’t play this 
tournament I know that next I will have nothing, andI go 
to the tournament. It is problem now that there are many 
players and not enough tournaments for them. 


JS: What about keeping in chess shape. Is it just constant 
opening preparation or do you work on another phase of 
the game as well? 


OR: I think it is the problem of all chess players now, 
problem of time that everybody now is preparing open- 
ings and there are many tournaments that you have to see 
all the games. If you start to prepare openings you have 
no time to do anything else, becuase you have to go the 
tournament. Then you come back you see other toura- 
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Romanishin 
continued from p. 21 


ments and see openings and then you have to go to 
another tournament. 

JS: Do you think this isn’t as good for creativity in the 
middlegame? When information was not passed so 
quickly people had tume to work on other parts of the 
game. But now that everyone is preparing openings... 
OR: I think that it was better before. Now it is too much 
information and the time control is not enough. 

JS: Now that it is 40/2, too much emphasis on memori- 
ting variations. 

OR: Yes and there are many players now. A lot of 
players. Was less players. A lot of strong players and all 
we preparing very well in the openings. You cannot play 
now like you could ten years ago. It started in '80. Chess 
isa little bit different now than before. Before you could 
maybe play not knowing so much in the opening like 
now. But now you have to know, because if you don't 
you can lose the game immediately, or you get a very 
difficult position or you don"t get advantage. Earlier you 
could know less. For instance I had my best results and 
comparing what I knew at that time and what I know 
now, now maybe I know ten times more then earlier. I 
didn't know anything. I think the problem is computers 
also. If it is good for chess or not, I don't know. 

J$: Do you have an opponent you like playing because 
the games are always interesting? 

OR: The problem is that we are not playing, we are not 
trying to play good games, but we are trying to win. Now 
most important is the result of the game. I wouldn't say 
that | enjoy special games, just enjoy playing the game. 
Because you have to think about the result, the final 
result. 


JS: Now that you are a professional, the game is work, 
the result is important, do you still enjoy playing as much 
aswhen you were younger and it was a game? 


OR: I think less. Less because when I was young I could 
just play and thinking about my future, “I will win later 
in the future.” I have to win now, or I should win 
yesterday already (laughing) or one year or two years 
ago. [ have no time to wait til I'll be better and I'll win 
later, I have no time anymore. 


Superb Productions/Academic Games 
(ASUC) presents the 


Berkeley Class Struggle 
June 24—25, 1989 


MLKing Student Union, Ban- 
croft at Telegraph, University 


of California, Berkeley campus 
Swiss pairings in seven sections, 4 rounds 


Prizes $1700 ABSOLUTELY 
GUARANTEED. 


10 Grand Prix points. 
M X A B C DE Unr 
Ist 250 200 160 140 90 70 55 
2nd 150 105 85 70 40 30 30 
3rd 100 50 40 35 
EF$ 29 28 26 24 19 19 18 
After 6/20 entry fees are $5 more, 
after 10:00 a.m. 6/24 $10 more 
Rated players may play up one class; 
foreign Unr. placed at TD discretion 
Prizes will be mailed. 
EF Adjustments Entry refunded to GMs, 


IMs who complete play. UCB students 
$10 less 


Membership US Chess Federation mem- 
bership is required (available at site) 
Schedule Registration Sat. 9-10 (extra 
late fee after 10), 

Rounds Sat. 11, 5; Sun. 10, 4:30. Our 
rounds start on time. 


Organizer/Information/Entries 

Peter Yu, 201 Student Union, UC 
Berkeley CA 94720, 415/642-7511, no 
phone entries. 





Young Player 
continued from p. 11 


45. h4 Ke6 46. Kg5, and White 
should win.) 45. Rb64 (45. Rb5 
looks good enough also.) Kxd5 

46. Rxg6, and White should win 
based upon relative King positions. 
42. Rxb7 Rxh2 43. Rb6+ 

44. Re6 

А strong position in which the 
White g-pawn is easily protected by 
his Rook. This fact and good 
technique is sufficient for the win. 


44. ...К42- 45. Кс5 К43 46. 


с3+ 47 с4 
49, Re$ 
Now the d-pawn is ready to roll. 
49. ...Ер1 50. 46 Кс 7 


52. Кс7 Есі- 53,К46 К41- 
4. Rd5 Rxd K e7 
56. Ке5 1-0 
Appendix 


Glueck-Gelman, US Open 1988. 
.е4е с6 3. 4 
Bd7?! (Caro's Gambit) 5. ed Nd4 
6. Od] Nxf3+ 7. Oxf3 Nf6 (7. ...f5 
is Heilemann-Spielmann, Berlin 
1907) 8. Вс4 Bd6 (Estrin and 
Panov recommend 8. ...c6 9. dc 
Bxc6 10. Qg3 е4 11. 0-0 Qd7 
12. d4 0-0-0 13. Bg5.) 9, d3! 
(Better than 9. 0-0 e4 10. Qe2 0-0 
as given in Handbuch, 8th ed. by 
Schlecter.) Bg4 10. Qe3 (10. Qg3 is 
Duchstein-Federer, Zagreb 1955.) 
Qe7 (10. ...0-0!2) 11. ІЗ В47 
12. Nd2 Bc5 13. Oe2 Bb6 14, Ne4 


7. Bc4 Rxel 28 X 


29. Qxc4 Kb8 30. Nxf6 Of5 
31, Ое6 ОЬ5 32. Ое5-- 1-0 
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Glueck-Mercuri, US Open 1988. 

, e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. c3 d5 4. Qa4 
МІ6 5. Мхе5 В46 (І ғопһаг 5 
move) 6, Nxc6 bc 7, 43 0-0 8. Ве2! 
(As given by Mieses: 8. Bg5?! h6 
9. Bxf6 Qxf6 10. Be2 Rb8 —or 
10. ...Qg5 as in Berne-Paris, Corr. 
1921— 11. Qc2 de 12. de Re8 
13. Nd2 Bf4 14. Nc4 Qg6 favors 
Black. ) 8. ... Re8 (not 8. ...Ng4?! 
9. Bxg4 Bxg4 10. е5!)9, М42!? 
(Flies in the face of Keres' recom- 
mendation: 9. Bg5 h6 10. Bxf6 
Qxf6 11. Nd2 +=. Perhaps Glueck 
found something new for Black, 
like transposition into Miese's line 
above.) a5 10, 0-0 Ba6 1]. Rel Re6 
12. Qc2 13. Bf3 c5 14. c4! 
(Consolidates with a pawn ahead.) 


(49. ...Ke6 50. Kd7 keeps 
defending, but that was no doubt 
distasteful to Mercuri after all those 
hours.) 50, b6 Rh1 51. Kg2 Ral 
33. b7 1-0 

Shannon-Osbun, 7th US Corre- 
spondence Champ. 1987-88. 1, e4 
e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. c3 d5 4. Qa4 f6 
(Steinitz's move) 5, Bb5 Nge7 6. ed 
Oxd5 7, 44 Bg4!? (Best, despite 
what one might read elsewhere.) 
8. BcA (8. Be3 Bxf3 9. gf a6 

10. Bc4 Qxf3 11. Rg1 0-0-0 
favored Black in Showalter- 
Steinitz, Vienna 1898.) Qe4+ 

9. Be3 Bxf3 10, Nd2 Bd1! (I first 





saw this move in a game in a book 
by Estrin and Glazkov. Most 
manuals overlook this resource.) 

1. Кха1 Ох . Kc2 ed 
13, Кар! ОҺЗ 14. Вх44 Ой? 
15. Qb3 Na5! 16. Bf7+ Kd8 
17, Oe6 Nac6 18. Be3 Nf5 19. Мод 

xe34- 20. Nxe3 Ne . Bg8 Qxe6 
22. Bxe6 g6 23. Rd14 Bd6 

4 7! Re8! 25 5 26. 

d7 27, Ne3 Rb8 28. f4! 
(Very good—Poehlmann) 29. Rhdl 

e7 30. h4 c6 31. h5 Kc7 d4 

xe3 33. fe Nf6 34. 

6 d 
38. В[3? Ме5 0-1 
Taylor-Osbun, 7th US Correspon- 
dence Champ. 1987-88. ]. e4 e$ 
2. Nf3 Nf6 3. c3 d5 4. Bb5 f6 
a4 Nge7 6. ed 7, 44 Вр4 
8. c4 (Proposing to bum my barn.) 
+ 0 6 

11. gf ed 12. Bxd4 a6! 13. 0-0-0 0- 
0-0 14. Be3! (On 14. Nb3 I had 
planned to play an analysis in a 
book on the Ponziani by Smith and 
Ciamarra showing how Black can 
win the piece safely. The line is 
manifold, long and complicated. 
What we have here is nothing less 
than a major innovation by Taylor.) 
Nb8! (I analyzed 14. ...ab? 
15. Qa8+ Nb8 16. Ne4! Rxdl4 
17. Rxd1 b6—forced—18. c5! 
Nec6 19. cb cb 20. Nd6+! Bxd6 
21. Rxd6 Кс7 22. Bf4!, and Black 
is a goner: 22. ...Ne5 23. Bxe5 
Qg5- 24. f4 fe 25. fg Kxd6 
26. Qa3+, etc. This saved me.) 


15, Ne4 Rxdl14 16. Rxd]1 Nec6 


7, Вхс с6 18. „Nc 
0 е7 b 
4 Bxc с7- Ка? 
xb6 b8 26. Oc7 


Ka7 27. Qb6+ (On 27. Qxg7 Rd8 
gives Black more than sufficient 
counterplay.) 1/2-1/2 This game is 
distinguished by the fact that David 
Taylor won this event with a 13.5- 
0.5 total score. 

















| Berkeley CC 
. Fridays 7:30 PM 
^ Berkeley YMCA 2nd fl. 
Allston and Milvia 
D. Howard 428-2438 
ACAL-Berkeley CC 
| Wednesdays 7-10 PM when 
|  dasses resume 
|! Tan Oak Room 
. Student Union, 4th fi. 
' UCB Campus 
Peter Yu 848-7809 
Burlingame CC 
Thursdays 7:30 PM 
Burlingame Rec. Ctr. 
E Burlingame Ave. 
. H.Edelstein 349-5554 
" Chabot CC 
Thursays 5-10 PM 
Chabot Comm. College 
Hayward, Rm. 2347 
K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 
Fridays 7-11 PM 
| Comm. Hospital 
| 
| 


Conference Center 
B. Riner 916-872-0373 
| Empire CC 
, Fridays 7 PM 
545 S. 9th St., San Jose 
D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 
| Fairfield-Suisun CC 
| ànd Sat. each month 
2683 Laurel Dr. 
' E Deneau 707-428-5460 
| Fresno CC 
| Mondays 7-11 PM 
. Round Table Pizza 
| Cedar & Dakota Aves. 
. D Quarve 209-225-8022 
| Hayward CC 
, Mondays 7-9 PM 
Hayward Main Library 
Mission & C St. 
K Lawless 785-9352 
Kolty CC 
Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 
Campbell Comm. Ctr. 
Activity Hall 
» Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell 
P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 
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LERA CC 
Tuesday 8 PM 
Lockheed Rec. Center 
Sunnyvale 
K. Stone 408-742-3126 
Livermore CC 
Fridays TBA 
C. Pigg 447-5067 
Mechanics Inst. CC 
M-F: 11AM - 11 PM 
Sat 10 AM- 12 AM 
Sun: 12 PM - 10 PM 
57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 
M. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Ctr. 
Tues - Fri: 4:30 - 10 PM 
Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 
T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 
Thursdays 3:30 PM - ? 
Yountville Veterans Home 
Lee Lounge 
B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Mitchell Park Comm. Ctr. 
S. Farmer 329-2487 
Reno (NV) CC 
Mondays and Fridays 
D. Goddard 702-673-1278 
Richmond CC 
Fridays 5 - 9 PM 
Richmond Public Library 
26th & Macdonald 
T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 
Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM 
Mondays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg. 
8517 Lyman Way 
W. Randle 707-795-2220 
Sacramento CC 
Wednesdays 7-11 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
915 27th St. 
L. Rothstein 916-927-2759 
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San Jose CC 
Fridays 7 PM - 12 AM 
Blind Center 
101 N. Bascom Ave. 
Barry Wayne Curto 
San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Ave. 
C. Felker 408-723-1808 
Santa Clara City CC 
2nd Saturday of each month 
2:15 - 6:15 PM 
Machado Park Bldg. 
3360 Cabrillo Ave. 
F. Sierra 408-241-1447 
ASanta Cruz Area CC 
Thursdays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Citicorp Savings 
Ocean & Water Sts. 
K. Norris 408-426-8269 
Vallejo CC 
Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
333 Amador St. 
G. Rasmussen 707-642-7270 
Gr. Vallejo Chess Assn. 
Saturdays 5:30 PM - 12 AM 
N. Vallejo Rec. Ctr. 
1121 Whitney Ave. 
E. Valles 707-557-0707 
Visalia CC 
Fridays (call first) 
Comm. Rm. 
Valley Fed. Savings 
A. Fifield 209-734-2784 
Wainut Creek CC 
Thursdays 2 - 5:30 PM 
2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
P. Baudry 256-7520 
Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 Am 
Buttes Christian Manor 
223 F St, Marysville 
T. Giertych, 916-742-7071 


If you have any informa- | 


tion for this page, contact 
the CCJ. =: S 
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THE CCA RATINGS LIST 







Recently the well-known and re- 
spected organizer/TD Bill Goich- 
berg compiled a minimum ratings 
list for use in all of his tournaments, 
including the World Open. (See the 
July 1989 Tournament Life section 
of Chess Life) As President of the 
Continental Chess Association, Bill 
is one of the country's most active 
and successful tournament organiz- 
ers and constantly keeps in mind the 
interests of the common chess 
player. Because of his honest con- 
cern, Bill has tried to crackdown on 
less honest chess players such as 
sandbaggers. 


But in reading the CCA Minimum 
Ratings List, we must be careful not 
to misinterpret its purpose. The 
qualifications for being listed are 
explicitly announced as "The CCA 
has awarded permanent minimum 
ratings to the following players. In 
most cases, the award reflects an 
outstanding performance in one or 
more big-money tournaments." As 
you can see, the CCA ratings are not 
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meant to be any sort of incriminating 
blacklist, but merely a reminder that 
one should graduate onto the next 
playing level. Believe it or not, after 
you've won $1,000 or more in your 
current rating class, you're ready for 
more challenging play. 


Achieving a CCA Minimum Rating 
should be a welcome affirmation of 
your continual improvement. Every 
chess player should strive for a 
higher rating by improving his game. 
However, if you feel differently and 
deliberately depress your rating (i.e. 
throwing games to sandbag), then I 
hope you will develop some sense of 
moral judgment. 


In any case, I think that the CCA 
Minimum Ratings List is a good idea 
which serves to protect true class 
players, while at the same time re- 
minds others of their growing 
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` Towards the end of November, 
1988, I proposed a correspondence 
match between Deep Thought and 
nyself to be conducted over the 
Nemews facility of the UNIX 
System. This computer mail 
+ system is similar to the LINC 
except that it does not support inter- 
«live communication. It contains 
iewsgroup known as 
 g;games.chess where it is possible 
| bpost an article for all the mem- 
| bers of the group to read. Each 
| member is free to post a reply to 
|. ary article. 
The activity on the net wasn't 
prücularily interesting, so I 
thought it might be fun to play a 
me against the computer and post 
nycomments move by move. The 
computer wouldn't be able to read 
what I said and everyone could 
vcariously participate as the game 
went along. 
|had no idea what the results 
wuld be. Deep Thought was fresh 
fom victory at the Software 
Toolworks tournament and I was 
near the top of my form in recent 
years. Deep Thought’s USCF 
ning at the time was 2551 and 
nne was 2488. It turned out that 
lelime rate was more in my favor 
; ban the computer's. I guess 
lumans can take better advantage 
he | forespondence rates than 
ffor | Moines at the present time. 


^ 





‘nce there was no danger that 
kep Thought would take advan- 
BEEN ст ы. 


Michael Valvo is an International 
Hoster from New Jersey. 
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by IM Michael Valvo 


tage of my intentions, I wrote freely 
on the Net about my evaluations of 
the positions, what moves I 
expected my opponent to make, and 
what I planned to do next. Most of 
these “real-time” analyses are 
included in the notes below. In 
various places, mention is made of 
Chiptest. Chiptest is the name of 
an earlier incarnation of Deep 
Thought. All moves were looked at 
by both machines as a kind of 
sanity test. 


Usually, chess masters take 
maximum advantage of hindsight to 
explain what they really “intended” 
to do and how the position 
omisciently evaluated during a 
game. Here you will see the lightly 
varnished truth, in the stream-of- 
consciousness notes that I actually 
disseminated during the games. 
There are plenty of human 
hesitations and changes of course 
along the way. The Deep Thought 
team also supplied a few real-time 
comments [and I will supply a few 
hindsights in brackets]. 


In the first game, a position 
develops out of the opening which 
requires some good strategic 
understanding, a quality that 
computers lack. DT gives up its 
thematic opportunity for counter- 
play, but defends tenaciously 
against attempts to seize the 
theoretical win. 


The second game embodies just 
what humans are supposed to avoid 
against computers. I sacrifice a 
pawn and then a piece in a wide 
open position full of combinational 
possibilities, daring to carry on the 
sacrificial attack with Queens off 
the board. Computers excel at 
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MAN VS. MACHINE: VALVO-DEEP THOUGHT 


finding tactical resources in such 
positions — or is the human's 
judgment regarding the relative 
soundness of White and Black's 
positions worth more than 10 to 20 
plies of analysis? On to the two 
games! [Game 2 will appear in the 
July issue—Ed.] 


White: Valvo 
Black: Deep Thought 
UNIX Mail Match (1) 11/88-3/89 
Alekhine Defense 


]. e4 Nf6 2. e5 Nd5 3, d4 d6 4. c4 
Nb6 5. f4 de 6. fe Bf5 7. Nc3 Nc6 
8. Be3 e6 9. Nf3 

Black has a lot of choices here and 
it will be interesting to see what DT 
plays. I suspect DT is still in book, 
and will play 9. ...Be7. 


9. ...Bg4 

Well, DT surprized me with 

9. ...Bg4. I don’t like the modem 
10. Qd2 as that gives Black time to 
equalize. Right now I intend to 
vary from my recent game with 
Alburt [Philadelphia, 1988; the 
games will diverge at White's 13th 
move]. [For example, after Qd2, 
Black can then play 10. ...Bb4! 

11. Be2 (11. 0-0-0 Na4 or 11. a3 
Ве? 12. Ne4 a5 13. Be2 Bf3 14. gf 
Bh4 and Black is better) Bf3 12. gf 
Na5 13. b3 c5 14. dc Nd7 15. 0-0-0 
Qe7 16. Kb2 Nc5 17. Bg5 Qc7 

18. Qe3 a6 19. Rd6 Nd7-.] 


10. Be2 Bxf3 11. gf 

The next few moves should be 

11. ...Qh4 12. Bf2 Qf4 and White 
can choose between 13. Qcl Qxcl 
14. Rxcl 0-0-0 15. Rdl (Valvo- 
Alburt) or 13. c5. I plan to play the 
latter. 


11. ...Oh4+ 12. B 


continued p. 4 








Valvo 
continued from p. 3 


Black has a choice between 

13. ... Nd5? 14. Nxd5 ed 15. Qd2 
+=, and 13. ...Nd7 when I intend to 
play 14. Qc1. Valvo-Alburt 
continued 13. Qc1 Qxc1 14. Rc1 0- 
0-0 15. В41 g6!? 16. a3 Bh6 17. b4 
Rd7 18. Ne4 Rhd8 19. c5 Nd5 

20. b5 Nce7 21. c6! bc 22. bc!? 
(22. Nc5!) Nc6 23. Bb5 Nde7?? 

24. Ba6 Resigns. 


13....М47 14. Осі 

White will try to play with the two 
Bishops and clamp down the Black 
position. Black will castle Q-side 
and break with f6. The books claim 
this position is equal, but not much 
investigation has been done on this 
line. 

14. ...Of5 15. Obl 

Black will continue this dance no 
longer... it simply means DT is still 
in book because some game once 
went this way. HOWEVER, if by 
chance 15. ...Qf5, then 16. Qe4, 
forcing DT to trade Queens. 

15. ...Oxb1 16. Rxb1 0-0-0 17, f4 
16. ...0-0-0 is the end of the book 
line I know. It seems to me that 
Black's main break is f6. If White 
does not play 17. f4 now, Black 
could get an initiative on the King 
side, e.g. 17. a3 f6 18. f4 g5! While 
17. £4 seems a natural move, it will 
also become a point of attack: Be7, 
Nf8-g6 or Ne7-d5/g6. ECO 
evaluates the position as equal, but 
that is an unrealistic assessment. 


17. ...Be7 
The Deep Thought team announced 


that with this move the computer is 
out of book. 
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This position is much more delicate 
than I realized. While thinking 
about it, the image of a mobile 
came to mind. Black’s Nf8-g6 
counterplay could become 
dangerous if not watched. I 
considered 0-0, Rg1 and Rdl as 
candidate moves. I chose К41 
because Black could force it 
anyway with Nf8 and it is the most 
stable. On the negative side, it 
allows b6 counterchances: e.g. 

18. ... b6 19. Bf3 Nb4 20. a3 Nc2+ 
21. Kd2 Nd4 22. Bd4 bc 23. Kc2 =/ 
+=. 


18. ...5 

[This is an interesting idea. If 

18. ...Nf8, Black has to figure out 
how to deal with 19. d5 ed 

20. Nxd5 intending 21. b4.] 


19. fg 

The real battle begins. DT has been 
sleeping while the opening moves 
were played and it woke up to find 
this mess. Black clearly must 
attack the White Pawn mass, but if 
this is the best DT can come up 
with White must be better. After 
19. ... Bxg5 20. Ne4 Be7 21. 0-0 it 
looks like White has the best of all 
possible worlds. 


19. ...Bxg5 20. Bf3 
On reflection, I don’t like 20. Ne4 


Be7 21. 0-0 f6 as Black is success- 
fully dismantling the White center. 





I really do not intend to play Bxc6 
at any point, but expect that a 
computer wouldn't allow it anyway 
(doubled Pawns, weaknesses 
around the King). The Black 
pressure has more bite to it than] 
realized, so this is just in case] 
need to remove that Knight. Also,] 
might be able to play b4 without 
support now (e.g. 20. ... Rhg8 

21. b4 Nb4 22. КЬ1). 


[I felt like a wimp making this 
move. I lulled myself into thinking 
that the computer would never 
allow Bxc6. 20. Ne4! WAS 
better:20. ...Be7 (20. ... Bf4 21. a3! 
Rhg8 22. b4 Ne7 23. Bh4 Rde$ 
24. Nf6) a3!] 


20. ...f5 


This was a double shocker for me. 
To DT’s credit, I was wrong 
thinking that no self respecting 
computer would allow Bxc6. But 
...f5 is a bad move. If DT wants to 
move the f-Pawn, why not play 
20. ...f6 which forces White to 
capture? [For example, 20. ...f6 
21. Ne4 Rhg8 22. h4 Bf4 23. ef 
Rdf8 with unclear chances.] 


20. ...£5 gives me an option I am 
going to seize because Black has 
just eliminated the basis of his 
whole counterplay strategy. In 
return he denies my Knight the e4 
square. I expected 20. ...Ne/ 
21. b4 c6 22. b5 Nd5 23. Ne2! 
[23. ...cb?! 24. Nd5 ed 25. Nc3.] 
Deep Thought at this point 
analyzed 20. ...f5 as only 1/128 of 
a pawn better than 20. . ..Ме?; 6 
looked seriously worse. 

21. 0-0 

[This is perhaps too.greedy. The 
King is safe enough in the center 
and better is 21. Ke2!] 


My current intent is an immediate 
22. b4: e.g. 21. ...pass 22. b4 Nb4 


|. 
| 
: 
| 
| 


-^ 











Valvo 
continued from p. 4 


03, Rb1 Nc6 24. NbS. 


DT liked 0-0 a lot and is feeling 1/3 
pawn better now. 


2], ...Nb4 22. Rfel 

[admit it: I didn't see 21. ...Nb4. 
Well, I saw it, but I thought, “I can 
just play 22. a3 and it will be a 
waste of time." Now I see that if 
22. 3, DT plays 22. ...Nc2 and 
threatens 23. ...Ne3 which I would 
not be able to prevent. I must play 
22. Rfel to prevent that penetration 
because, if allowed, it would cost 
me my d-pawn. I should have 
expended a tempo on 21. a3! 


[expect play to go 22. ...Rg8 

23. Khl c6 24. a3 Nd5 25. Nxd5 
and White will retain a very small 
edge. 


22. ...Rg8 23. Khi 

Nothing new; White has a small, 

| but definite edge: 23. ... c6 24. a3 

6 Nd5 25. Nxd5 cd 26. Rg! followed 

by a Queen side pawn advance. 

23.06 24, a3 Na6? 

While 24. ... Nd5 looked like a 

slow long term loss, this could be 

worse. White now has the c6 Pawn 

P as a target and the f3 Bishop сап 
participate in the attack. For 
example: 24. b4 Nc7 25. b5 Nb5 

3] 16. NbS cb 27. Rb1 a6 28. a4. 


Way 
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White’s plan is simple and direct: 
attack on the Queen side. Black’s 
counterplay with Nd7-f8-g6-h4 is 
too. slow. The severity of Black’s 
mistake with f7-f5 is becoming 
apparent as DT can do nothing but 
defend. This is something 
computers do not understand yet: 
counterplay is the name of this 
game! 
[DT is at a further disadvantage in 
planning counterplay around a 
blocked center. Itis easy for a 
human player to think of moving 
the same piece four or five times to 
position it more effectively on a 
blocked board. Computers do not 
think this way. A human can also 
think about the speed with which 
pieces can remobilize from one side 
of the board to another, an 
important consideration in blocked 
positions. À computer can position 
its pieces ideally to meet all 
immediately foreseeable threats, 
but can not “think” about balancing 
its forces to meet all possible 
mobilizations. ] 
26. ...а6 27. Ке2 


[The position contains dangers for 
White, e.g. 27. b5?! ab 28. ab cb 
29. Rb1? Nxc5!] 


7,...Ве7 


I am not sure what DT is doing and 
it could simply be he has nothing 
constructive to do. Meanwhile, I 
am going to prepare for b5. 

28. ...Nd5 29. Nxd5 

Black's 28. ...Nd5 is an admission 
of a failed strategy. He could have 
saved four of the last five moves by 
playing 24. ...Nd5! DT now has a 
totally passive position. In human 
chess we call this kind of win “а 
matter of technique" — the 
opponent has no power of his own 


to alter the destined result... but I 
could manage to screw it up! 


[Okay, DT actually wasted two 
moves, not four, with the Knight. 
It's that bad though, it SEEMED 
like four.] 


29. ...cd 30. b5 

White could play super safe by 
playing Rdb1 first, but I think 
Black is obliged to capture the 
pawn (30. ...a5? 31. Bel or 

30. ...Nb8 31. Rdb1 Rd7 32. ba 
Na6 33. c6!) and I plan to recapture 
with my pawn. I smell a mating 


net. 


30. ...ab 31, ab Rg7 32, Ral 


It is clear White has a winning 
edge. The only possibility of 
counterplay for Black is if he has 
doubled Rooks on the g-line and 
White has no Rook on the first rank 
and allows ...Bh4. In other words, 
virtually none. 


White has to engineer a break- 
through by combining all threat 
possibilities: Rook on a7, Bishop 
on e2 and Pawn to c6 is one idea. 
Another idea fragment is Bd5 
followed by e6 to close a net 
around the Black King. 


32. ...Nb8 23. Rba2 


This is a move I don't think DT 
will comprehend for quite awhile. 
The idea is to post a Rook on a8 
while maintaining one on the first 
rank to protect against ... Rdg8 and 
... Bh4! I then plan b6 and Be2-bS. 
If allowed I will then play c6 Bc6 
and Rb8! mating. 


I looked at the immediate 33. c6, 
but discarded it because of 

33. ...Rdg8! If 33. c6 b6, then 

34. c7! wins. Or 33. c6 bc 34. bc 
wins a piece. 33. Rc2 was worth 
thinking about too, but I think a 
Rook penetration to a8 is key for a 


continued p. 18 
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NATIONAL OPEN 


“The Strip”, Las Vegas, site of 
numerous bright casinos, flashy 
shows and big bets. On June 9-11, 
Las Vegas was also the site of the 
1989 National Open. Just as the 
hype surrounding the Leonard- 
Hearns fight was culminating, 950 
chess players converged at the 
famous Riviera for a War of their 
own. But this six-round battle 
proved to be less of a sham. 


In the 300-player Open section, 
there was an allstar lineup of titled 
players. After the dust settled, 
seven lucky players tied for the big 
jackpot at 5 1/2 and received 
$1,428.57: GM Larry Christiansen, 
GM Michael Rhode, GM Maxim 
Dlugy, GM Sergey Kudrin, IM 
Victor Frias, IM Alexander Ivanov, 
IM Eugene Meyer. Just as an 
indication of the sheer strength of 
this top section, the players who 
fell short of money included GM 
Walter Browne, GM Nick deFir- 
mian, GM Joel Benjamin, GM 
Dimitry Gurevich, GM Loenid 
Shamkovich, GM Arthur Bisguier, 
IM Vince McCambridge, IM 
Michael Brooks, IM Igor Ivanov, 
IM John Donaldson, not to mention 
a myriad of FMs and untitled 
masters. 


The top rated expert at 2196 was 
number 112 on the wallcharts and, 
after losing his last game, joined a 
six-way tie at 4-2 good for $236.00. 
Expert money went to the new 
sandbagger Peter Yu (rating floor at 
2196), John Carr, John Williams, 
Gibert Sommerfeld, Peter Walsh, 
and Don Marcott. 


Among the many qualified 
tournament directors were Chief 
TD Bill Snead, Californians Randy 


Hough and John Hillery and many 
other National TDs. 


In the last round, Christiansen drew 
Rhode, while Dlugy beat Igor, 
Kudrin beat Shamkovich, Frias beat 
Donaldson, and Alexander beat 
deFirmian. Northern California 
Champ FM David Glueck ended 
with 4-2 after a disconcerting lost 
to Benjamin in round 4. 
In the 650-player Reserve (U2000) 
section, there were two perfect 
scores, numerous 5 1/2s and 5-1 
scores turned in even by B-players! 
Due to space limitations we've 
skipped listing the Reserve results, 
suffice to say that nobody we knew 
won any money. 
Below are some annotated games 
from Bay Area players who 
attended. 
White: Peter Yu (2196) 
Black: Robert McGuire (2364) 
English Opening 
1. c4 e5 2. Nc3 Nf6 3. g3 Bb4 
4, Bg2 
Better is 4. Nf3, although there is 
nothing wrong with the text. 
4, ,,,0-0 
If 4. ...Nc6 5. Nd5! += i.e. 
5. ... Nxd5 6. cd Ne7 (not 
6. ... Nd4? 7. e3 wins a piece) +=. 
5. Nf3 Re8 6, 0-0 Nc6!? 
BCO gives 6. ...e4 as the best 
continuation. 
7. Ме1!? 
Since we have exited book 
knowledge, White now decides to 


innovate. This flexible move allows 
8. Nd5, Nd3 or even Nc2-e3, etc. 


7. ...b6 8. Nd5 Bf8 9. d3 
Bb7 10. Nc2?! 


Originally, White intended 10. Bg5 
but wasn't sure if the two Bishops 
would be enough after 10. ...Be7 
11. Nxe7 Qxe7 12. Nc2 h6 13. Bd2 
Rad8 14. b4 d5 ©. But the text 
allows Black to equalize easily. 
! 

c6 13. dc Bxc6 14. Rc1 Bxg2 

5. Kx 7! ! 
All along White's been avoiding 
Nxd4 because of weaknesses along 
the e-file. But Black now forces 
White to play a move which 
secures the e-file and allows Nxd4. 


16. ...Qb7 17. Мх44 ed 18. Bf4 
Bc5!? 

White can almost play 19. b4, but it 
isn't enough after 19. ...Bxb4 

20. Rc7 Qa6 21. Qb3 Qa3 =+ or 
21. Rxd7 Qxa2 -4. 


19. a3 a5 20. f3! 

This move eliminates Black's 

threats on e4. Both 20. ...d5 and 

... f5 fail to 21. Qb3. 

20. ...Re6 21, Ob3 a4! 

Now Black starts a series of moves 

which kick around White’s Queen. 

In fact, White has to be careful not 

to get his Queen trapped. 

22. Ос4 Ксб 23. Оа2 

Forced, 23. Qd5 fails to 23. ...Ra5 

24. Bd2?? Bb4 24. Qe5 !? Кеб 

25. Qg5 (25. Qf5 or Qh5 fail to 

25. ...Bxa3, while 25. Qb8-- Qxb8 

26. Bxb8 Rb4-Rb3 leaves White 

defending) 25....Ве?!! 26. 0415 

27. Qh3 g5! 28. Rc7 Qa6 is clearly 

better for Black. 

23. ...Ra5 24, Rf2 Rb5 25. Oc4 
a6 8 


Black should take the perpetual 
with 26. ...Qb7 27. Qc4 Qa6 


| 
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28. Qd5 etc. because otherwise 
White starts pushing Black back. 


7 42! Ка7 29. ОЬ 





Black slips in time pressure and 
allows a tactical shot. 


6 ?! 
Not much better is 30. ...Rxcl 
31. Bxcl Rb7 32. Qa6. 
3]. Rxc8 f6 32. Bb4 d6 33. Rfc2 
7+ 7 
7+ 7 xb2+ 
de 40. Rg7 
Kh6 41, Rg8+ 1-0 (Yu) 


White: Joel Salman (2120) 
Black: Michael Kretten (2020) 
Queen’s Indian | 
1.d4 Nf6 2. Nf3 b6 3. cA e6 4. a3 
Ве7!? 
Àn uncommon move order and 
perhaps not optimal. More usual is 





4. ...Bb7 or 4. ...Ba6, the latter the 
subject of an article in the May 
1989 CCJ. 

5.4512 


Hoping to transpose into 1. d4 Nf6 
2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 4. a3 Bb7 5. Nc3 
Ве7? 6. 45! +-. 


5....0-0 


Better is Dave Glueck's suggestion 
of 5. ...Ba6, heading for more 
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normal Queen’s Indian waters. 

6. Nc3 Ba6 7. e4 ed 8. ed Re8 

9. Be2 Bf8 10. 0-0 Ne4?? 

A plan with ...g6 and ...d6 was 
better, when White would have a 
small plus due to his spatial 
advantage and Queenside initiative 
(b4 and c5). The text loses by force 
to the second oldest trick in the 
book. 


11. Nxe4 Rxe4 12. Bd3 Re8 


12. ...Bxc4 drops a piece and after 
12. ... Rxc4 Black would not have 
enough for the Exchange. 





I now began to contemplate things 
like 13. Ng5 h6 14. QhS and 
13. Ng5 g6 14. Nxh7 Kxh7 
15. Qh5+, but didn’t see anything 
and started to wonder where to 
interpolate b3. But Black’s inactive 
Queenside pieces...and haven't we 
seen this somewhere before? 
13. Bxh7+!! 
+- and deja vu. It had been so long 
since I was even close to one of 
these that I nearly missed it. Once I 
woke up, I calculated as far as... 

7 + Кеб 4 


...and recalled that White mates in 
such positions. How is Black to 
defend? 


RESULTS AND GAMES 


15....65 
Only move. 15. ...Qf6 16. Ne4+; 
5. ...Qc8 (or 15. ...Qe7) 16 №6+ 


Kh7 17. Qh5+ Kg8 18. Ng’. 


16. Oh4 Bd6 17. Oh7+ Kf6 18. g4! 


Threatening Qxf5 and opening the 
b1-h7 diagonal for the Queen. 
18. ...fg 19. b3! Be 

The move I hoped to coax Black 
into, as White now gets to play 
Ne4. Dave Glueck later pointed out 
19. ...Re2, when at worst White 
could bail out with 20. Ne4+ Rxe4 
21. Qxe4. White can also try for 
much more with 20 f4 A f5 and 
Qg6 or 20. Qh5 (AQf7 or Nh7) g6 
21. Qxg4 with many threats. 





Gaining time on the clock - a useful 
tactic but not really necessary here. 
4 


23. ...Kh8 24, Qh5+ Kg8 25, Oh7+ 
Kf8 26. Qh8+ Ke7 27. Rel+ Kd6 
8. Rxe8 Of6 


29. Ne4# (Salman) 
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BROWNE VICTORIOUS IN YOUNTVILLE 


BROWNE VICTORIOUS AT 
VETERANS HOME 

On June 3rd and 4th, the Veteran's 
Home Chess Club of Yountville 
sponsored their 3rd “Special Class 
Tournament” and attracted forty- 
two players including six-time U.S. 
Champion GM Walter Browne. 
This five round swiss was organ- 
ized by VHCC president Robert 
Hicks and directed by Peter Yu. A 
generous guaranteed prize fund of 
$2,000 was paid out in three 
sections. In the Novice section, 
young Kevin Vote of San Rafael, 
just back from the National Jr. High 
Championships, was untouched as 
he showed that youth and talent can 
triumph over age and experience. 
The Amateur section saw Jin 
Skrenek, who tied for third in the 
U1800 section in L.A., also turn in 
a perfect score. However, in the 
Open section, the fight was much 
closer. GM Browne had requested a 
final round 1/2-point bye in order to 
attend his wife’s commencement. 
As the soon-to-be “Doctor” Raquel 
Browne and Walter’s mother 
spectated, Walter entered a Sudden 
Death time scramble with Tom 
Dorsch. 


Dorsch was so hypnotized by 
Walter's intensity at the board that 
he thought the pawns were 
attacking backwards! Because of 
this "hallucination", Dorsch hung a 
Bishop and Rook on consecutive 
moves to lose a previously even 
game. Dorsch was able to rebound 
by upsetting IM Elliott Winslow in 
the final round to garner clear 
second. IM Winslow never quite 
recovered from his quick, third 
round loss to Browne. 


White: GM Walter Browne (2700) 
Black: IM Elliott Winslow (2365) 
King's Indian Saemisch 
4 4 74 

46 5. ІЗ 0-0 6. Ве3 с. 

This sharp line offers a pawn, but 
current theory says that White will 
give Black too much counterplay if 
he accepts the gambit. The other 
main option was 6. ... Nc6 followed 
by 7. Nge2 аб 8. Qd2 Rb8. 


Here Winslow felt Black was 
better. 


X e 4 
Ng4!? 
Perhaps more sound was 16. ...Qh6 


17. Kd2! Nf7 18. ef gf 19. g4 (if 
19. Qg1 Bd7 20. g4 b5 seems 


OPEN 
1st GM Walter Browne 4.5-.5 
2nd Tom Dorsch 4-1 } 
Best A Robert Christopher 3.5-1.5 
Best U2300/ Tom Stevens 3-2 
Best Expert Virgilio Fuentes 
2nd/3rd A Alex Rapoport 

Annette Caruso 

AMATEUR 

1st Jiri Skrenek 5-0 
2nd David Hubbard 4-1 
3rd/4th Ursula Foster 3.5-1.5 

Richard McCullough 
Best "C" Charles Lee 3-2 

NOVICE 

1st Kevin Vote 5-0 
2nd Perry Frek 4-1 








unclear) Bd4 20. Qg1 and after | 

either 20. ... Re8 or Qg7 White is 

position is still a mess. Black may 5 
try 20. ...Bxe3+ 21. Qxe3 Bd7 3 
22. g5 Bg7 23. Rag] Rfe8 and keep и 
his chances alive. Another ae 
been 23. Qf2 fg 24. hg Qg7 

25. Кар! Кае8 26. Bd3 but Black's 

position level, albeit unclear. 

17. Bd2 Bd4? 

Nf6 19. e5 Nh5 and Black can 

hang. 

Black's superficial penetration will 

cost him a piece and eventually the * 


probably better although the 
3 

possiblilty for White would have 
reply 26. ...Ng5!? keeps the 

| 
Necessary was 17. ...Qh6 18. Bf | 
18. B(3 Bf2« 19. Kf1 Resign. 1-0 
game. (Yu) 
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MAR, ANDERSON SHARE AT LERA 





Over Memorial Day weekend 120 players gathered in 
Sunnyvale for the LERA Class Championships. TD's 
Jim Hurt and Ted Yudacufski pass along the following 
results. 


Open 1sU/2nd 5.0 FM Craig Mar 
FM Renard Anderson 


3rd 4.5 Loal Davis 
X 1st 5.0 Tom Nelson 
2nd/3rd 4.5 Gene Lee 
Tom Stevens 
A 1st 5.5 Joel Chu 
end/4th 4.5 — Patrick Herbers 
Rick Kiger 
Virgilio Fuentes 
B 15/дпа 5.0 Craig Flores 
Prasad Paranjpe 
3rd/7th 4.0 Paul Lillebo 
Tom Lee 
Peter McKone 
Alan Stein 
Richard McCullough 
C 1st 5.0 Bruce Bell 
2nd/3rd 4.5 Ake Gullmes 
David Lankford 
D 1st 6.0 David Eldred 
2nd/Sth 4.5 Steven Gonzales 
Dalal Rooshin 
Fred Rich 
Derek Patterson 
UNR 1st 5.0 David Anderson 









E. Donaldson Retrieves 
Daughter from USSR While 


J. Donaldson Gives Simul 
reported by Bill Wall 


On June 6 Intemational Master John Donaldson 
(2570) gave a lecture and simultaneous exhibition at 
the Palo Alto Chess Club. He played 21 boards, win- 
ning 16, drawing 3, and losing 2 games. The simul' 
was also to include his wife, Elena (Donaldson) 
Akhmilovskaya (2590), and the two would have 
played a tandem simultaneous exhibition. However, 
at the last minute the Soviet government allowed 
Elena to return to the Soviet Union to retrieve her 8- 
year old daughter, Dana. Dana, a daughter from 
Elena's previous marriage, was left with her grand- 
parents in Soviet Georgia. 
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LINA GRUMETTE MEMORIAL RESULTS 


The Tenth Annual Memorial Day Classic was 
renamed in memory of tournament founder Lina 
Grumette. Held in the beautiful Los Angeles Airport 
Hyatt, this five section, six round swiss was directed 
under the able cooperation of Chief TD Ben 
Nethercot and assistants Hal Bogner, Charles 
Rosedt, and John Breault. 


Although this year's tournament attacted fewer 
Northern Californians than usual, five local players 
appear on the Winners List. Leading the strong 
Championship section were GMs Nick deFirmian 
(Berkeley), Larry Christiansen, Walter Browne 
(Berkeley), Ron Henley, and Rosendo Balinas of 
the Phillipines. There were also a few IMs: Igor 
Ivanov, Jack Peters (of the L.A. Times), John 
Donaldson, Jeremy Silman and Doug Root. But it 
seemed that the Master/Expert Championship 
section wasn't strong enough for all of the high- 
scoring experts. Amazingly enough, a score of 4-2 
won some money ($25 or more) if you were a 
master, but didn't get a cent if you were rated under 
2200! Last year, a score of 4-2 won a few hundred 
dollars for experts, but this year there seemed to be 
a large number of last round upsets so that one 
expert even finished 5-1. 


Another strange incident involved the last round 
matchup between GM Henley and GM Balinas, in 
which GM Henley resigned before even a move was 
made! Apparently Henley disliked the round five 
adjournment of Rowley-Browne in which Browne 
had two Bishops versus a Knight and two pawns 
endgame and the game was paired as a draw. In any 
case, Browne never did win his round five endgame 
within the USCF required 50-moves; FIDE rules 
now allow 75 moves for the two Bishops versus 
Knight. Needless to say, Browne was very disap- 
pointed but brightened as he remembered his first 
place finish in the WBCA Blitz tourney the night 
before the tournament. 


The other Bay Area GM, deFirmian, went 4-0 after 
taking half-point byes in the first two rounds. Fresh 
from an excellent qualifying result in the Moscow 
World Cup, deFirmian tried his best to catch the 
leaders, but Christiansen and Ivanov drew quickly 
in the last round, preventing Nick from reaching the 
big money. 


Labate's Chess Center of Anaheim (nott Los Angeles, as 
stated in April's CCJ) presented its usual fine display of 
books and equipment. 

CHAMPIONSHIP SECTION: 


1sU/2nd 5.5 GM Larry Christiansen 
IM Igor Ivanov 
3rd/6th 5 GM Walter Browne 


GM Nick deFirmian 
GM Rosendo Balinas 


IM Jack Peters 
Experts: 
1st 5 Hugo Villanueva 
2nd/5th 4.5 Romulo Fuentes 
Alexey Rudolph 
Richard Kasa 
James Corig 
AMATEUR (U2000): 
1st 5.5 Anthony Valdez 
2nd/4th 5 Bruce Robison 
Buddy Thompson 
Donato Lacno 
5th/8th 4.5 William Bragg 
Fregozo Genaro 
Robert Bolias 
David Bassett 
BOOSTER (U1800): 
isU2nd 5.5 David Jollibert 
Samson Labrador 
3rd/6th 5 Robert Brunicardi 
Jiri Skrenek 
Chan Engan 
Tom Jarrell 
RESERVE (U1600): 
1st 6 Ivan Roa 
2nd 5 Bruce K. Grace 
3rd/8th 4.5 Geoffre Talvola 
Henry Schmit 
Ed Singleyn 
Chris Rosenfield 
Jose Guerrero 
Dennis Hegzi 
МОУІСЕ (01400): 
1st Unr. 5.5 Keith Liddicoat 
2nd/3rd 5 Dmitry Kogan 
Unr. John Hersc 
1sU3rd 4 Barbara Szabo 
U1400 H. Crock Benson 
Perry La Salle 
4th/5th 3.5 Eileen Doran 
U1400 Leong-Kwan Li 

















June 1989 


11 


STRATEGIES FOR THE INFREQUENT PLAYER 


In my last column, I focused on 
playing d3 in the Ruy Lopez to so- 
lidify the center so that White could 
attack on the Kingside. Black was 
able to advance his Queenside 

pawns with tempo because they at- 
tacked White’s light-squared Bish- 
op (e.g. after Bb5, Black could play 
a6 and after Ba4, Black could play 
b5 with tempo). I tried to improve 
on the positions that I was getting 
from the Ruy Lopez by playing 3. 
Bc4 so that Black would not be 

able to play a6 and b5 with tempo. 


White: Ng (2244) 
Black: Chen (2058) 
Giuoco Piano 
ede Nc6 3. B 


4. c3 Nf6 5. d3 


P 


Normal here is 5. d4. The text leads 
lo aquieter game. By vacating d2, 
White also prepares to maneuver 

the Queen’s Knight to the Kingside 
via d2 and f1. 


5.1.86 6, Bb3 d6 7, Nbd2 0-0 

8. Nfl Be6 9. Ng3 Oe7 10. 0-0 
White has manuevered the Queen's 
Knight to the Kingside and castled 
safely. Unlike the Ruy Lopez, 

Black does not advanced pawns on 





by Matthew Ng 


the Queenside. However, Black 
does have a more active dark- 
squared Bishop on c5 instead of e7. 


10. ...Bxb3?! 

Weakens control of f5 and 
unnecessarily releases tension on 
the center squares. 10. ...Ba7 would 
have been better. 

11. axb3 

Also playable was 11. Qxb3 which 
avoids doubling the pawns. Note 


that Qxb7 is not threatened because 
...Na5 traps the Queen. 


.Ва7 f ? 


Allows White to play Ng5 with 
tempo. Better would have been 
2. ...Qd7. 


13. Ng5 Qd7 14, Of3 
Prevents 14. ...h6 because of 
15. Nxh6+ gxh6 16. Qxf6 hxg5 
17. Qxg5+ Kh7 (or h8) 18. Qh5+ 
Kg8 19. Bh6 where White will get 
a Rook and two pawns for a Bishop 
and Knight. 

4 e7? ? 


Loses a pawn and the Exchange. 
Black should have played 

15. ...gxh6 which only loses a 
pawn. 16. Qxf6 and now 

16. ...hxg5 loses a pawn to 17. 
Bxg5 which threatens the Knight 
and Bh6. 16. ...Ng6 also loses a 
pawn after 17. Nf3. 


16, Ngxf7 Rxf7 17, Nxf7+ 1-0 


Instead of keeping the game closed 
with ...d6 (the above game), Black 
can also open up the game earlier 
with ...d5. In the next game, this 
forces White to castle before ma- 
neuvering the Queen’s Knight to 
the Kingside. 


White: Ng 
Black: Pifer 
Giuoco Piano 
Beginning from the above diagram. 


9. ...d5 6, ех45 Мх45 7, 0-0 0-0 
8. Ке! 


White immediately puts pressure on 
Black's e-pawn because it is on a 
half-open file. 

8. ...Nb6 

(8. ...Re8) After 8. ...Nb6 9. Nxe5 
does not win a pawn, and after 9. 
..-Bxf2+ 10. Kxf2 Nxe5 Black is 
winning. 11. RxeS5 loses ап Ex- 
change to Qf6+, 11. Bb5 a6 

12. Ba4 Nxd3+ also drops an 
Exchange. 11. Kg1 Nexc4 wins a 
pawn. 


9. Bb3 h6 10. Bc2 Be6 11, Nbd2?! 
White could also have played 11. 
b4 followed by b5 which would 
win the pawn оп е5. 

11. ...f6? 

Weakens the light squares around 
Black’s King and leaves the light- 
squared Bishop unprotected. 

12. d4 Bd6 13, Nfl 

Threatens Qd3. 


(Qd7 is better) 


17, Bb3+ Kh8 18, Re6 О48 19, Һ3 
Bh5 20. Bxh6 

Wins another pawn. 20. ...Bxf3 21. 
Qxf3 gxh6 22. Rxh6+ Kg7 23. Qh5 
wins. 

20. ...Bf7 21. Bg5 Be7 22, Bxe7 
Nxe7 23. Re5 Bg6 24. Nh4 1-0 


12 
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LOSE LIKE A GRANDMASTER, PARTI 


What do Speelman, Larsen, 
Ehlvest, Nogueiras, Tal and Gulko 
have in common? They are all 
strong grandmasters. But they can 
lose short games, the theme of this 
two-part article. There are three 
basic reasons for such miniatures: 


|  Evenstrong grandmasters are 
human and can blunder 


П Even strong grandmasters 
cannot calculate everything 
and can be outplayed tactically 


III Even strong grandmasters can 
respond poorly to an op- 
ponent's theoretical novelty 

At the non-GM (i.e. our) level, 

Type III losses are uncommon, 

because of our poorer book 

knowledge. Types I and II, 

however, are usually responsible 

when we lose a miniature. In Part 1, 

I present two examples of each type 

from GM play in the last two years. 

These GM's are no pushovers— 

both opponents had to be rated 

2500-- for a game to be selected. I 

did omit miniatures that I could 

recall being annotated in Chess 

Life, which everyone gets (you're 

forgiven if you don't read it). 


BLUNDERS 


White: Nigel Short 
Black: Jon Speelman 
British Ch. 1987 
Pirc Defence 


1. e4 d6 2. d4 g6 3. Nc3 Bg7 4. Ве3 
a6 

To discourage possible Queenside 
castling by White. 





Ganesan is a UCB graduate 
student in chemistry. He is from 
Malaysia. 


5. a4 Nf6 6, h3 0-0 7. МВ 66 


Speelman has since played 7. ...d5: 


8. е5 Мед 9. Мхед dxe4 10. Ng5 c5 
11. dxc5 Qc7 12. Qd5!? with 
complications, Kortchnoi- 
Speelman, Brussels 1988. 

8, Вс4 Чс617 

8. ...e6 looks more solid. 

9, e5 Ne8 10. Bf4 Na5 11. Ba2 
c3 12. dxc5 bxc5 13. 0-0 

Rb8 14, exd6 Nxd6? 
Underestimating White's next, 
which threatens Nxe7+. 

15. Nd5 e6?? 

Everybody should get this one. 


Goro 


В 
г а 





Black loses his Queen after 
6. ...Qxd6 17. Nf6+. Not the way 
Speelman got to be a semifinalist 
for the World Championship. 
White: Bent Larsen 
Black: Viktor Korchnoi 
Brussels (SWIFT) 1987 
Reti Opening 
c4 Nf6 2. g3 c6 3. d 
Qb6!? 5. Bg2 
Korchnoi gives 5. d4 e5!. 
5, ,..е5 6. 0-0 
Naturally, not 6. Nxe5?? Qd4 
6....е4 


4. b 


Black already has a nice position, 
7, Nel h5! c3? 
8. h4 would keep the h-file closed 


1 
22,74 
— —— 


й 


Korchnoi considers 10. ...Be6 | 


stronger. 


11. Qc2 | 
Not 11. Bd2? e3 but 11. Na4 and 

11. Qd2 were possible, as well as | 
11. Nc2 dxc4 

(11. ...Qxc3 12. Bd2 13. Bel=) 12, Nyot . 
Nxe4 13. Bxe4 Qh5 14. h4 

Bd6 15. Bf4. 


11...Bb4 12. Bb2 


12. Bd2 e3 13. a3 exd2 14. axb4 
dxel=N! 15. Raxel Qb6 Korchnoi. 


| 
À 
12. ...Be6 13, cxd5?! | 
13. a3 | 
15. ...Bd6 with a big advantage | 


Kortchnoi. 
16, О41?? 
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After 16. Kh1! Be3 17. = | 
Nc6 18. Nc2 Bg5 19. Nb4 Blackis 
only slightly better. Another 
illustration of the fact that it's 
harder to defend than attack. In an 
inferior position, it's easy to 
overlook the best saving chances. 
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White cannot defend g3. 
TACTICS 
White: Rainer Knaak 
Black: Jaan Ehlvest 
Erevan 1988 
Slav Defence 


1,44 45 2. с4 дхс4 3. МІЗ 
Nf6 4. Nc3 c6 5 а4 ВІ5 6, Ме5 
e6 7. 23!? 


Arecently fashionable idea. 


7. ...Bb4 8. Bg2 Ne4 

This leads to wild play. 8. ...Be4 is 
more in keeping with the Slav's 
solid reputation. 

90-0! Nxc3 10. bxc3 

Bxc3 11. Ваз! 

Shades of the Evans' Gambit! 

11. ...Qxd4!? 12. NXc4 Oxc4 
Possibly Black should accept the 


dare and try to survive 
12. ...Bxal 13. Qb3. 


4 7! 
Qa6!? 
Knaak gives 15. ... Nd7 16. Qxb7 


Rb8 17. Qxa7 c5 18. Касі 
Qb3 19. Bxc5 Rc8 20. Be4 
Bh3 21. Bd6 Bd8 22. Rbl. 


16. Rabl! b5 
16. ...№7? 17. КхЫ7 
Qxa4 18. Rxd7 Qxa3 19. Rd8--! 
with menacing threats. 
1 | 1? 


Qxc7 19. Rxc7 e4? 


June 1989 


by Ganesan 
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Another case where the loser 
misses his “only” defence: 

19. ...Bd8! 20. Recl b4! 21. Bb2 
е4 22. 24 Nd7! 23. gxf5 

Nf6 24. Rc4 with only a slight plus 
—Knaak. 


20. Вхе4 В48 21. Ес5 
Be? 22. Rxf5 1-0 
White: Predrag Nikolic 
Black: Jesus Nogueiras 
Match (Game 1), Havana 1987 
Queen's Gambit Declined 


]. d4 e6 2. c4 45 3, Nc3 c6 4. NB 
Nf6 5. Bg5 Nbd7 

Many players prefer to avoid the 
complicated 5. ...dxc4. 


6. e3 Oa5 7. cxd5 Nxd5 8. Od2 
Nxc3 

8. ...N7b6 immediately or 

8. ... Bb4 is better. 

9, bxc3 Nb6 10. Rb1 f6 11. Bh4 
Bd7 12. Bd3 c5 13. 0-0 

cxd4 14. Nxd4 

Trying to exploit his superior 
development. 14. cxd4 is good 
enough for an endgame edge while 
14. exd4 is interesting. 

14. ...е5 15. Nb5 0-0-0 16. a4 
Nxa4? 

Not 16. ...e4 17. Bxe4 


Bxb5 18. Rxb5 but 
16. ...a6 17. Ral Nxa4 is unclear. 
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17. Qa2! a6 
Black should play 17... 
18. Na7+ Ke7 


18. ...Kb8 19. Be4 b5 20. Nc6+ 
Bxc6 21. Bxc6 with an attack. 


19. Be4 b5 


.Kb8 first. 


2,844 44 
itu mu 


iratan 
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If 19. ...Rb8, 20. Rfd1! 
20. Of7! Kb6 21. | 
С 7 5 
| 23. ...b4 24. Rxc3+ bxc3 25. Qd5#. 
NOVELTIES 
White:John Nunn 
Black: Mikhail Tal 
Brussels (SWIFT) 1988 
Caro-Kann Defence 
1.04 сб 2, 84 95 3, №2 
dxe4 4 7 


The current rage. The Caro-Kann is 
not a Tal favourite and presumably 
he had planned a prepared varia- 
tion. However, this backfires on 
him. 
5. ...Ndf6 
White keeps an edge after 
5. ...Ngf6 6. Bd3 e6 7. N1f3. Also 
possible are 5. ... Nb6!? and 
5. ...h6!? 6. Ne6 Qa5+ 7. Bd2 
Qb6 8. Bd3 Ngf6- but not 
8. ...fxe67? 9. QhS+ Kd8 10. BaS 
1-0 is Nunn-Georgiev, Linares 
1988. 

continued p. 14 








Lose like a GM 
continued from p. 13 


6. N12 e6 

6. ...h6 7. Nxf7 Kxf7 8. Ne54 
Ke8 9. Bd3 with a strong attack. 
Smyslov (against Smirin) tried 

6. ... Nh6!? but got a poor position 
after 7. c3 g6 8. Bc4 Bg7 9. 0-0 0- 
0 10. Re1 Nf5 11. Ne5 

Nd5 12. Ngf3 Qc7 13. Bb3 

еб 14. cA Nf6 15. g4 Ne7 16. Bf4, 
USSR Ch. 1988. 


7, Ne$! 
A strong TN. 


7,...Мһ6 8, В43 В46 


8. ...Qxd4 9. Ngxf7 Nxf7 10. Nxf7 
ВЬ4+ 11. сЗ КЕЗ 

(11. ...Bxc34- 12. bxc3 

Qxc3+ 13. Bd2 Qxd3 14. Nxh8 


Qe4+ 15. Qe2) 12. 0-0 
Qd5 13. cxb4 Rxf7 14. Qe2 - Nunn 
9. c3 Qc7 
9. ...0-0 10. Qc2 NfS 11. g4 
Вхе5 12. gxf5 В46 13. fxe6. 
10. Qe2 c5? 
Tal should probably keep the 
position closed. 
d ! Nxe 

4. ...Вхе5 15. dxe5 Qxe5 
16. Bxa7 
15. fxe3? 
Nunn prefers 15. Qxe3. 
15, ...Вхе5 16. 4хе5 Охе5 17. Ояз 
Qxg»? 


see diagram next column 


California Chess Journal 


md m 
B n AaS 


We expect Tal to be White in such 
positions!. Nunn gives 

17. ...a6! 18. Qa3+ (18. Ba4!?) 
Qd6 19.Qxd6+ Kxd6 20. Nf7+ 
Ke7 21. Nxh8 axb5 22. g4 

Bd7 23. g5 Rxh8 24. gxf6 

gxf6 25. Kf2. 





18. Оа3-- К48 19. Ка41- 
Bd7 20. Bxd7 1-0 


20. ...Nd5 21. Rxf7 
Qxe3+ 22. Qxe3 Nxe3 23. Rd3 
White: John van der Wiel 
Black: Boris Gulko 
Amsterdam 1987 
Scotch Game 


eAe 4 


4, Nxd4 a4 


a5 7, Nc3 d6 

The game renders this setup 
dubious. Black may have to return 
to 7. ...Qf6, or earlier, 6. ...a6. 


7 -0 Ne 


Less good is 10. ...Nce7 11. Qg4 
Ng6 (11. ...c6 12. Qxg7 

Ng6 13. Nxc7+) 12. Qxd7+! 
Qxd7 13. Nxc7+ but 

10. ...Nge7 11. Bg5 is possible. 


11, Bd2! 
A devastating TN. 
11, ...Nf6 


Obviously,11. ...c6 is critical. van 


der Wiel gives 12. Bxa5 b6 13. Bc3 
.cxb5 14. £4 bxa5 15. fxe5 


f6 (13. .. 
axb3 16. e6!+-) 14. Bxe5!? dxe5 








15. Bc4 cxd5 16. Qxd5 Nh6 
17. 046 Ое? 18. Ос? Кс8 19. Q7 
Rxc4 20. Qxb6 with a clear plus, 

exd5 B 
14. axb5 0-0 
Now, Black's compensation for the 
pawn is nebulous. Trying to play 
actively, he soon blunders. 


15. Bc3 0257? 








(2 3 Ж і 7 i 
призи в, 
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ДҰ, д % 
UL AZ HS 
16. Rxa7 Rxa7 17, f4 Qh6 18, Qd4 
4 аа8 4 

21, Nd2 Re2 22. Ne4 1-0 
Stay tuned for Part 2,which 
includes more miniatures, including 
a loss by the World Champion as 
White in 20 moves. 
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A LONG-LIVED TRAP 
In this position 


| д” ЛЕ 
nim а, й 
E m m 


% 74 
Pam " 
7 "B "Dem 


from the game Glueck-Mar, 

Berkeley 1988, Mar played 

3). ...М№хе2 33. Rxe2 Rxe2 

44. Kxe2 and lost the Rook ending. 
Inthe May CCJ, Erik Osbun 
suggested that 32. ... Rc1-- 33. Kg2 
Rel gives Black drawing chances, 
criticizing the maneuver 30. Ral 

and Rxa7. 

During the game I intended to reply 
34, Re7, seeing 34. ...Kf8 35. Rxh7 
Kg8 36. Rd7 winning. A better 
defense to the threat Ка8# 15 

35. ... Rf6 but this also loses 

quickly to 35. Raxb7. Now (a) 

Rxe2 36. Rb8+ Rf8 37. Rxf8+ 

Kxf8 38. Rxe2 Nxe2 39. b6 and the 
pawn is unstoppable. (b) Nxe2 

36. d6. Since the logical moves 
Rxd6, RF8 and Kf8 are all help- 
mates, Black cannot stop the d- 
pawn, for example 36. ...Nf1+ 

37. gf Rxe7 38. de, or 36. ...Rgl+ 
31. Kh3 Nc3 (Nd4 38. d7 Rf8 39. 
Re8) 38. d7 Rd1 39. Rb8-- Rf8 

40. Ree8. Perhaps the best cheapo 
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.. DaveGlueck will be hunting for a 


norm at the Lloyds Bank tourna- 


, ment in August. His report will 


appear іп СС). 
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RANDOM CHESS 
by Dave Glueck 
attempt is 36. ...g5 37. d7 Rgl+ Whee! 


38. Kh3 Nf4+ but 39. Kg4 does the 
job. 
Another refutation of the attempt 
Rcl-el is the direct 34. d6, 
threatening Bc4+: 34. ...Rxe2 
35. Rxe2 Nxe2 36. d7 A Ra8+; or 
34. ...Nxe2 35. d7; or 34. ...Kg7!? 
35. d7 Rd6 36. Rxb7 Kf6 37. Re8. 
Despite time pressure, Mar avoided 
this trap. Unfortunately for him, not 
all Rook endings are drawn. 
MORE RANDOMNESS 
White: Velikov 
Black: Antonov 
Bulgaria Championships 1986 
Queen Pawn Misc. 
]. Nf3 46 2. d4 Bg4 
A strange idea that Miles has been 
using recently. 
3. e4 Nf6 4, Nbd2 e6 5. Bd3 c6 
6. c3 d5 7. e5 Nfd7 
The position now looks like a 


French defense where Black has 
developed his bad Bishop. 


8. Ос2 Bh5 9, 0-0 c5 10. c4 


White uses his lead in development. 


1O. ...dc 11. BxcA cd 12. Nxd4 
Мхе5 
Very brave. 

а4+ 7 е 
15, Ne4 Bb8 16, Bxe6 


Ж шо? 
iim "н 
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6. ...fe 17. N . МАс 
Kf7 19. Ng5-- Kg8 20. Qb3-- Bf7 
21. Oxb7 Oxc5 22, Nxf7 Ng4 


One of my favorites of all time. 


23. Be3 


On 23. Re8+, Black presumably 
planned Nfs. 


23. ...Bxh2-* 24. Kh1 Qh5 
25. Oxa8+ Bb8+ 
An unusual sequence! How often 
does something like this happen? 
26. Kgl Kxf7 27, Ob7 Rd8 
28. Ob3+ Kf8 29, Ob4+ Kg8 
30. Bf4 Bxf4 31. Qxf4 Rf8 32. Og3 
4: 
5 Rf5 4 
T Rxh3+ 
39. Kh2 Od2 0-1 
To answer the question from move 
25, consider the game Walsh- 
Glueck, Los Angeles 1987: 


7 77 
pa 154 as , 


a 3 















after 23. ...Qe7-g5 . White resigned 
after 24. Nf3 gf 25. Bxf3 Qxg3, but 
the following fantasy variation was 
amusing: 

24. Bd5+ Kh8 25. Nf3 Qh5+ (gf is 
best) 26. Nh4 Rf14 27. Kg2? 

(27. Kh2!) Rg1+ 28. Kh2 Qxh4+ 
29. gh g3+ 30. Kh3 Nb8+. 
Unfortunately, White’s cooperation 
is usually required to get a finish 
like this! 
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Presenting the Classics: 

Reti, Spielman, Tartakover, 7. 0-0-0 0-0 8. f4 a6 9. N(3 f5 contains a particularly demonic 
Grunfeld, Schlechter and Vidmar 10. Bc4+ Kh8 11. Ng5 Qe8 12. ef combination!" | 
were all world renowned products Вхб5 18. Rd6!! cd 

of the famed “Vienna school of On 12. ...gf Black Bishop would The penalty for refusing the Rook 


chess”. But who remembers their 
fearless and gifted nemesis, Dr. 
Josef Krejcik? 

Вогп іп 1885, Ше great Krejcik 
frequented the Wiener Schachklub 
and the Cafe Central in Vienna for 
50 years, playing hundreds of 
games with Vidmar, Tartakover, 
Konig, Kmoch, Spielman, Albin, 
Wolf and many others. 


Though he seldom left his beloved 
Vienna due to a heart ailment, 
Krejcik nonetheless earned the 
respect of his more illustrious 
peers. He won brilliancy prize 
games against Grunfeld and Wolf, 
beat Vidmar in fine style, held Reti 
and Tartakover to desperate draws 
and even had Lasker dead to rights 
before succumbing to a mirage. 


A "Monster-Blitz" tournament of 
over 100 players held in Vienna, 
1922, finished with Krejcik and 
Alekhine among those tied for fifth 
through eighth. Between 1920 and 
1930, he never lost a game as a 
Vienna team member in regular 
inter-city matches versus Munich 
and Budapest. 


For sheer beauty and depth of play, 
Krejcik's "Game of a Lifetime" 
deserves to down in history on a 
par with Anderssen's "Evergreen 
Partie". 
White: Josef Krejcik 
Black: Konrad Krobot 
Vienna 1908 
Center Game 


e4 e5 2. d4 ed 3. 
4 .B 


Nc6 
7 6. Nc e7 


never command the c8-h3 diagonal 
and after 12. ...Nxf5 Black loses 
the Exchange following the trade of 


Queens. 


13,4 КІ8 14. ОҺ3 16 

Now comes the finest move of the 
game, the full meaning of which 
will become clear later. 





17. ...Ng8 18. Rdel! and White 
wins some pretty variations: 

(a) 18. ...Nce7 19. Bxg7+ Kxg7 
20. Bxg8 Kxg8 (20. ...Rxg8 

21. Qc3+) 21. Qxh6 Rf7 22. Rg3 
Qf8 23. Nxf7 Qxf7 (23. ...Kxf7 
2A. Qh7+ Kf6 25. Rxe7! Qxe7 
26. g5+ or 25. ...Ke8 26. Rge3) 
24. Rh3 Qg7 25. Qxg7+ etc. 


(b) 18. ...Qxel+ 19. Rxel be 

20. Bxg7+ Kxg7 21. Qc3+ Nf6 

22. Ne5 d5 (22. ...Rxa2 23. Nxf6! 
Ra8+ 24. Kd2 Rxel 25. NhS+ Kf7 
26. Qf6+ mating; 22. ...g5 23. fg 
hg 24. Nxf6 Rxf6 25. Rf1 wins) 

23. Nxf6 d4 24. Qxc4 Rxf6 25. Re8 
etc. The Suddeutschen Schachblat- 
ter commented, “This game 


is a Queen sacrifice at h5 and mate 
by the Rook at h6, whereas 
accepting the Rook offer bottles up 
the power of Black's defensive 
Bishop at c8. If 18. ...Ng8 or 

18. ...bc, White wins with 19. gh. 
The strength of 15. Rhgl will now 
be revealed... 


19. gh gh 


Here White announced mate in 
eight. 


20, Bxg7+ Kxg7 21. Nf7+Ng6 
+! + 


The veteran master Johannes 
Berger later demonstrated mate two 
moves sooner with 23. Qg3+. 


23. ...Kf6 24. Oh4+ Kxf5 25. Og5+ 
Ke4 26, Nxd6+ Kd4 27, c3# 10 
A problem-like mate! On 
26. ...Kf6 would have followed 
27. Qg3# 

White: Johannes Berger 

Black: Josef Krejcik 
Vienna 1907 

Albin Counter Gambit 

1. d4 d5 2. c4 e5 3. de d4 4. e4 


Not 4. e3? Bb4+ 5. Bd2 de! 
6. Bxb4 ef+ 7. Ke2 fg=N+! 
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A beautiful sacrifice, the accep- 
tance of which leads to a wonder- 
fully swift conclusion. Schlechter 
cites this game as a source in 
Bilguer's Handbuch. 

+ 14. !! 


15, 042 
15. Nxh4 Nh2# 


7. Ке + d * 


June 1989 


by Richard Shorman 


19, Ве2 

The alternatives are 19. Qe2 Nf2+ 
20. Kd2 Qf4+ 21. Kc3 RxeS etc. or 
19. Kc2 Nd4+ 20. Kc3 Nf2! 21. b3 
Bb4+ 22. ab ab+ 23. Kxd4 Nxd3 
2А. Кха8 с5# 


White: Josef Krejcik 
Black Franz Klar 
Olmutz 1907 
Vienna Game 


1, e4 e5 2. Nc3 Nf6 3. f4 d5 4, fe 


Мхед 5. Nf3 Bg4 6. Be2 

Spielman used to play 6. Qe2 here. 
7 4+ 
X + с 


Perlis - Kopsa (Barmen 1905) 
continued 11. Qe2. White finds a 
stronger move. 


11. d4! Bxd4 12. Qe2 c6 13. Be3 


Another game from the New York Kamsky prefers opening more lines 


Open. Will this be in the Classics of 
the next century? 

White: Gata Kamsky (2345) 
Black: IM Judit Polgar 
NewYork Open, 1989 
King’s Indian Defense 


4 Ní6 2. Nf3 g6 


4. Nbd2 d5 5. e3 0-0 6. c3 b6 7. Bd3 


Bb7 8. Qe2 Ne4 9. Bh4 c5 10. g4?! 
10. 0-0-0 is better, but Kamsky tries 
for a quick win without first complet- 
ing his development. 
10. ...Nd7 11. Rg! a6 12. Bc2 Qe8 
This common manoeuvre prepares 
тео, 
13. Nxe4 de 14. Nd2 cd 15. ed e5 
16. d5 Bxd5 17. Nxe4 Nc5 18. a3 

1 R 0 
21. fe Bí6 22. Bf2 Be7 23. Rgf1?! 
A waste of time. Now Black's attack 
comes faster. 


23. ...Na4 24. Bel b5 25. Bxa4 


to his own King to having Polgar's 
pawns walk down the a and b files. 
25. ...ba 26. RdS Rb8 27. КІЗ КЫЗ 
28. КІ2 К/Б8 29. ОІЗ 30. Qd1 
066 31. ОВ (6 32, Ое2 
32. Qg2 holds on to the Queen only 
a few moves longer due to 

2. ...Bxa3 33. ba Rb1 34. Kd2 
Qb2+ 35. Ke3 Rxe1+ 36. Re2 
Qxc3+ 37. Kf2 Rxe2+ A36. .. 
(32. Qh1I? Bxa3 33. ba Rb1+ 
34. Kd2 Qx(211) 


.Rb24- 


32. ...Bxa3_ 33, ba Rb1+ 34. Kd2 
Rb2+ 35. Kd3 Rxe2 36. Kxe2 Qb1 
R 4 39 

Qc5+ 40. Ke2 ОҺ5 41. Ехі6 К48 

42. КНЗ Ос4 43. Е/е3 Ехаз 

44, Rxd3 Охе4-- 45, Кез Oxg4+ 

46. Kf2 Qh4+ 47. Kg2 Qc4 48. Bcl 
49, Kf 1 Rel h 

51. Ke3 Qc2 52. Bd2 e4 53. Re2 

Qd3+ 54. Kf2 h5 55. Ke1 Qg3+ 

56. Kf1 h4 57. Be3 h3 58. Bgl Q(34 

59. Kel Qxc3- 0-1 (Yu, Weiss) 





Вхе5 

Or 13. ...Bxc3 14. bc Qxe5 15. Rh5 
Qe7 16. Qh2! Nd7 17. Rel with a 
crushing attack. In this line if 
Black plays 15. ...f5, then White 
wins after 16. Qd3 g6 (16. ...0-0 
17. Bd4 followed by 18. Rel) 

17. Bd4 Qg3 18. Rel+ Kd8 19. 
Bf6+ Kc8 20. Bxh8 gh 21. Qxf54. 


14. Bf2 Of4 15. Rel Nd7 16. Rh4 
Of6 17, Bg4! Kd8 18. Bxd7 Bxc3 
A brilliancy prize winning 
combination begins. GM Spiel- 
man, the best Vienna Game expert 
in the world, regarded this game as 
one of the finest in the Vienna. 


19. Rf4!! 


Ж un | 
Г 
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If 19. ...Qxf4 then 20. Qe7-- Kc7 
21. Ве8-- wins. Or 19. ...Bxel 
20. Rxf6 gf 21. Bh3!, intending 
22. Qg4, with the same result. 


20. Rxf7 Bxel 

Not 20. ...Bf6 21. Qe84. 

21. Qxel h6 

The threat was 22. Bh4+ followed 
by 23. Bg3! 

22. Qa5+ Oc7 23. Bh4+ g5 24, Oc3 
1-0 


(Notes by Austrian master Josef 
Krejcik, translated from his book 
Mein Abschied vom Schach, Berlin 
1955, pages 33-36.) 
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Valvo 
continued from p. 5 


breakthrough. Black can do 
nothing while White sets up. 

33. ...Rdg8 34. Ка8 

White's plan is b6, R1a7, Be2. 
According to Black's responses 
White will then play Ba6 ог сб. 
For example, 34. Ra8 Bg5 35. b6 
Bf4 36. Rla7 h6 37. Be2 Rg2 

38. Bg3 Re2 39. c6 intending 

40. Rb7 & 41. R8b8 mate. There 
are endings where White is a piece 
up and the win is hard: (moves 34- 
36. as above) 37. c6 bc 38. Be2 Ra7 
39. ba Kb7 40. ab-Q Rxb8 

41. Rxb8 Kxb8 42. Kg2 c5. Note 
that Ba6 without c6 is also an idea. 


34, ...Bg5 35. b6 

I am getting a little concerned that 
Black can defend by putting his 
Bishop on d8 and doubling Rooks 
on his second rank. This will 
neutralize a direct assault by К1а7. 
I think I will have to induce one 
more Black weakness by provoking 
f4 (e.g. Bg3 threatening Bd5 
followed by e6 to get at the b8 
Knight: 35. ...Bd8 36. Bg3 Re7 
37. Bf4 Rgg? 38. Bxd5). If Black 
ever plays f4, then h3 & Bg4 
becomes possible. A direct Bh5 is 
good now because it ties a Rook 
down to guard the f7 square. 


35, ...Bd8 36. BhS 


The purpose of 36. Bh5 is to force 
the g7 Rook to guard f7. I intend to 
play Be3-f4 (Bh6!?). Finally, back 
to Bf3 threatening Bd5 and e6. 
Black can neutralize this by Bg5 
trading Bishops. Then White can 
play Be2-b5 followed by c6 
winning. This is the plan; let's see 
what happens in reality! 

[I later wondered if 36. Be3!? with 
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the idea of Bf4, Bd5!?, and e6 
threatening the b8 Knight might be 
more effective. If 36. ...f4 37. Bf2! 
+- intending Rf1, Bel-a5, Rc1 and 
d) 

36. ...R(8 37. De2 

Apparently DT intends to meet 

37. Be3 with 37. ...f4 38. Rf1 Rg5 
39. Be2 Rgf5 40. Bf2 З! with 
counterplay. I want Black to play 
...£4, but not ...f3. I am trying to 
set up a position with the Black 
pawn on f4, my Bishop on f3 
blockading it, the other Bishop on 
a5 and a Rook on cl. I then want 
to play Be2-a6 and finally c6-c7. 
To achieve all this, I want the Black 
f-pawn to move exactly once. And 
only once! 


Right now I am sorry I played 

36. BhS as it gained nothing. I 
could have played a direct 36. Be3 
and, if 36. ...f4, play 37. Bf2 to 
achieve want I am trying to get 
now. 


Another possibility was 37. Rf, to 
be able to play Be3 without fearing 
the advance ...f4-f3. If Black now 
tries 37. ...f4, then 38. Bf3 and 
White proceeds to set up the above 
mentioned plan. If 37. ...Bg5? then 
38. Rg1 Rfg8? 39. h4 Bf4 40. Bf7! 
wins quickly. White is interested in 
exchanging pieces so if DT instead 
plays 38. ...Bh6 in this last line, 

39. Rxg7 Bxg7 40. Be2! with ideas 
of Ba6 & c6. 


DT might answer 37. Rf1 with 
...Rg5 36. Bf3 Rfg8 37. Be3 R5g7 
38. Bf4 Bg5, but 39. Bxg5! (not 
39. Bg3? Be3 40. Bd5 ed 41. e6 
Rg3) Rxg5 40. Rc1 Kd7 41. Be2 
Kc6 42. Rb1 Kd7 43. Bb5 Nc6 

44. Rxg8 Rxg8 45. Rg1! winning. 
Or 41. ...Nc6 42. Rcal h5 43. Bb5 
and White can again think about 
44. Rg8 Rg8 45. Ер1! 





With 37. Be2, I can say in my notes 


after the game that 36. ...Rf8 grants | 


White the tempo he needs to 
continue his attack on the Queen 
side! While this is in fact true, | 
didn't plan it that way. If DT now 
tries 37. ...f4, 38. Bf3 sets up ideas 
discussed earlier. The direct 

37. ...Rfg8 38. R1a7!? Rg2? 

(38. ...Bh4!) 39. c6! wins: 39. ...bc 
40. Ba6 mate or 39. ...Rf2 40. Rb7, 
The line 37. ...Bg5 38. Rla7 Bf4? 
39. c6 shows why Black must keep 
the Bishop on d8 observing the b6 
pawn. Unhindered, White will play 
Bb5, Rc1, Bel-a5 & c6. Black can 
distract White via mate threats on 
51 and harassing the c1 Rook by 
Bg5. 

A possible line of play now is 

37. Be2 Rfg8 38. Bb5 Rg2 39. Rfl 
R2g7 40. Bg3 Rf8 (else 41. Rf5! ef 
42. e6 Rg3 43. Bd7 mate!) 41. Bí4 
Rfg8 42. Есі with a strong attack. 
I don't know — I find myself 
wavering between several attractive 
plans. The nice thing about all this 
is if I don’t like what I am doing, | 
can go back and try the whole thing 
again because there isn’t much DT 
can do about it. 


At this point there was a delay of 
seevral days in the game. The 
Deep Thought Team explained that 
the program had stumbled into a 
bug. In analyzing the position, DT 
discovered a huge number of lines 
ending in mate. The programmers 
had not anticipated the need to keep 
track of so many ways of losing! It 
took two days to track down a 
resulting buffer overflow. Bug 
corrected, DT thinks it is only 1.2 
pawns down, so it hasn't lost hope 
yet! 


37, ... Rfg8 38. Be3 
White is aiming for Rb1 and c6, but 
wants to reposition the dark colored 
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Valvo 
лә continued from p. 18 
n Bishop on a better diagonal. DT 
D cannot now afford 38. ...Rg2? 
low 39. Bh5! as 39. ... R2g7 40. Bh6 is 
deas .R8g7 40. Bf?! 


[considered 38. Bb5 Rg2?! 


! trouble and if 39. .. 
anyway. 

nbe | 49 Ria? Bh4? 40. c6!! with the 
x threat of Rb8 followed by c7 and 
a Rag mate. If now 40. ...bc, then 
ep 4 41. Bc6 and Rb8 followed by Ra8 
я cannot be prevented. 
а [decided on the text because I still 
on wanted to keep open the option for 
y ВМ, ВЗ 6. В45 (ог ВаЗ & Bf5). 


Black will have to now unconnect 
his Rooks from the g-file or the 2 
Bishops will harass them terribly. 


Аш 


Well, if anyone (me!) wondered 
Mere that pawn was that DT 
hought it was down on move 37 
H2 pawns), there it is. I have to 
sume DT ‘saw’ all the stuff we 
discussed in the note to my last 
move, and "hopes" to get some 


ners 
keep 
g! ЇЇ 


a | When I play Rb1, an immediate c6 
ВИ isthen threatened because if bc, 
ck. hen Ba6+ wins the b8 Knight. DT 

cn defend by moving the Bishop 
сів | off the eighth rank so that when he 
this (i?) makes a King move, a Rook 
2, | will protect the Knight. I then 
thing intend to maneuver Ba6! followed 
DT by c6. 

Example line: 38. ...Rh8 39. Rb1 
of Bh4 40, Ba6!? ba 41. c6 В48 

42,.c7!? Rxc7 43. bc Bxc7 44. Bd2 
‘that ; 4d745. Bb4 Rd8! 46. Bd6 Bxd6 
З 17. еі №6 аті ВІаск is OK. But 
DT White can improve with 40. Bd2 
nes list, or try 42. Ra7. 
12 3 
op | 

; Wunterplay by sacrificing its h- 

6. but pwn. This is not a bad idea, 
lored ictually: a natural human reaction! 
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DT probably ‘thought’ that I would 
be distracted by the [sound] pawn 
offer. 





The end is near. White immedi- 
ately threatens to win a piece by 
40. сб bc 41. Ba6-- Kd7 42. Rxb8. 


Counterplay by 39. ...Rg2 runs into 
40. Bh5 R2g7 (40. ...R8g7? 

41. Bf7!) 41. Rg1 Rxgl1-^ (else 

42. Bf7! anyway) 42. Bxgl Rg7 
43. Be8 and Black remains tied up. 


If 39. ...Bh4 40. c6 bc 41. Rbal! 
(The Bishop no longer threatens the 
b6 pawn) Bd8 42. R127 threatening 
43. Ba6 and 44. Rb8 mate. 


39, ...Be7 
Jeez! I thought this was completely 


over, but DT comes up with 
another good (the only!) defense. I 


- had expected something like 


39. ...Bh4 40. c6 be 41. Rlal Kb7! 
42. R1b7+ followed by Rg7. But 
after 39. ...Be7 this line is not 
possible because the Bishop masks 
the Rook. 


40. Bb5 

This move is deadly. If 40. ...Rg2? 
41. Bd?! Kd7 42. Rb8. And if 

40. ...Bg5 41. Bxg5 Rxg5 42. c6 bc 
43. Bxc6, when the mate threat via 
R1al, Rb8 and Ra8 wins heavy 
material. 


I expect 40. ...Bd8 41. Ba4! (to 
protect the b pawn) Rg4 42. c6 bc 
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43. Bxc6 f4 44. Bf2 Rg2 45. b7+ 

Kc7 46. Rel! Rxf2 47. Bd5+ Kd7 
48. Rxb8 ed 49. Rbc8 Rgg2 

50. Rd8+ Ke6 51. Rd6+ Kf5 

52. Rf6+ Ke4 53. Rg6!! winning. 


Note that any attempt by White to 
play the tempting Bd2 fires up the 
Black counterplay: 40. Bd2 Bh4!! 
41. Ba5 Bf2 threatening mate. 


40. ...В48 41. Ва4 

Now if 41. ... Rg2 42. Bd7-- Kxd7 
43. Rxb8 Re2 44. Rxb7-- Kc6 
(44. ...Kc8 45. Ra7 & 46. b7 
Queens) 45. Rb8 Re3 46. b7 and 
White Queens. I dealt with 

41. ...Rg4 in the note to my 
previous move. 


I didn't comment on 40. ...Rg2 
above, but I intended to play 

41. Ba6! ba 42. c6 Bd8 43. c7 Bxc7 
44. bxc Kxc7 45. Raxb8! Rh24 
46. Kxh2 Rxb8 47. Ral and the 
weak Black pawns will tell. 

At this point the Deep Thought 
Team decided they would resign in 
either game if DT’s evaluation 
dropped below -300 points (- 

2.25. pawns). 

4], ...f4 42, Bxf4 

Again! When I think it is over, DT 
comes up with something to 
prolong the game. Now 42. Bf2 is 
not good: 43. ...Rg2 44. Bd7+ 
Kxd7 45. Rxb8 Rgg2! 


After 42. Bf4 Rf7 43. Be3 h4 
44. c6? Bb6! 


So it seems I am just a pawn up and 
the game continues. 

42. ...R(7? 

This is a serious mistake; 

42. ...Rg4 is better. After 

43. Bh6!, Black cannot dislodge the 
Bishop from the h6 square: (1) 

43. ...Rh7 44. Rf1! Rxh6?? 45. Rf7 
wins immediately or (2) 43. ... Rh8 


44. Rg1! Rxh6?? 45. Rg8 winning 
continued p. 20 
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Valvo 
continued from p. 19 


as 46. Rxb8-4 followed by mate is 
threatened. 

43. Bh6 

White's plan now is to oppose 
Rooks on the g line. Black will be 
unable to allow an exchange as the 
f7 Rook will be helpless to prevent 
a Bishop invasion via e8 or f8. 


White's further plan is unclear to 
me now, but ideas of a Bishop trade 
look promising. 

43. ...h4 44. Bb5 


Black is nearly without moves. It is 
interesting that this phenomenona 
has occurred in both games. 
Computers are willing to go to the 
breaking point where a human 
would not. It reminds me of kids 
playing 'chicken' by driving cars at 
each other. 

Illustrative of Black's problems is 
43. ... Rf5?! 44. Bd7--! Kxd7 

45. Rxb8 Kc6 46. Еа!!! Rf2 

47. Rc8+! Kd7 48. c6+!! be 

(48. ...Kxc8? 49. Ra8 mate!) 
49.17. 


Instead of the text 44. Bb5, I think 
White could also win by 44. Еҙ1 
but 44. Rg] Rxgi+ 45. Kxgl Bg5!? 
46. Bxg5 (47. Be8!?) Rg7 is not 
totally clear. 

White slightly improves his piece 
placement with 44. Bb5, and Rgl is 
still be coming. 

44. ...Be7 45, c6 

Now that the Black Bishop is not 
observing the b6-pawn and the 
Black Rooks are not connected, this 
sortie is possible. 45. ...bc is 
forced because of the c7 threat. 
White then threatens Rc1 and a 
devastating discovered check. A 
possible defense is 45. ...bc 
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46. Bc6 Ba3!? 47. Rxa3 Nxc6 
48. Ra8+ Nb8 49. Кс1+. Ог 
46. ...Rg6 47. Rc1! 


45. ...bc 46. Bxc 


If now 46. ...Bd8 47. 7+ Кс7 

48. Rcl wins. Fireworks could 
start after 46. ...Rf3 to protect the 
a3 square: 47. Rc1 Ba3 48. Bxd5! 
Вхсі 49. Вхеб-- КЬ7 50. В45-н! 
Kxb6 51. Bxg8 with a huge edge. 
46, ,.. Rf3 47. Rbal 

Changed my mind (I'm allowed)! I 
was afraid the final position from 
the last analysis gives DT drawing 
chances two pawns down: 51. Bxg8 
Bh6 52. Rb8 Kc7 53. Rb1 h3. 


Now 47. ...Ra3 fails to 48. R1xa3 


Bxa3 49. Bd2 (with the plan Ba5) 
49. ...h3 50. Ba5 Rg7 51. Bb5! and 
47. ...Ba3 48. Bd2! Rb3 49. Всі. 


50. Rxb8+ Kxb8 51. кав та!е. 
Therefore 48. ... Rb3 is forced. 
Then comes 49. Bc1: (... Rf1 mate 
is no longer a threat) and Black has 
two plausible tries: (a) 49. ... Rxb6 
50. Bxa3 Rxc6 51. Rb1! winning 
everything or (b) 49. ... Rc3!? (the 
b6 pawn is left untouched to block 
the b-line influence of the al Rook) 
50. Bxa3 Rxc6 51. Bc5 followed by 
Rala7, Rc7 tradings one pair of 
Rooks then Bd6 to force off the rest 
of the minor pieces. 


48. ...1-0 ° 
Deep Thought Team: DT’s 3 best 
lines at the end were : 


a) 48. ... Rb3 49. BaS Bb3 50. Rb} 
Rh8 51. b7 Rb7 52. Bb7 Kb7 

53. Rb8 Kb8 54. Rb2 Kc8 
(evaluation = -4.04 pawns) 


b) 48. ... Rb3 49. Bcl Rb6 50. Ba3 
Rc6 51. Rb1 Kd7 52. Bd6 Ra6 
53. Rb8 Rb8 54. Rb8 h3 (evalu- 
ation = -3.34. pawns) 


c) 48. ... Rf8 49. Bb5 Kb7 50. Ra3 
Nc6 51. Rf3 Ra8 52. Bc6 Kc6 
53. Bg5 Kb6 54. Bh4 Kb5 
(evaluation — -4.28. pawns) 


Game Two of this historic match 
will appear next month. 


DEEP THOUGHT 
DEFEATS MACHINE 
OPPONENTS 


Deep Thought had better luck (or 
skill) against other machines, 
sweeping the World Computer 
Chess Championships. Other plus 
scores were achieved by 
1. Deep Thought 
2. Bebe 
3. Cray Blitz 

Hitech 

Mephisto 
6 Fidelity X 

Merlin 

AI Chess 


5.0-0.0 
13 


The critical last round game which 
gave DT the title appears annotated 
on the next page. 
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MACHINE VS. MACHINE: DT-HITECH 


The following game was posted to 
the computer net, annotations are 
apparently by the Deep Thought 


White: Hitech 
Black: Deep Thought 
World Computer Chess Champ. 89, 
round 5 
London System 


е7 0-07 
№5? 
This move and its follow-up are 
highly unusual, to say the least. It 
seems that Black is about to just 
waste two moves and/or create 
weaknesses in its pawn structure, 
specifically on e5, where White 
will be able to position an 
unassailable Knight. 


j, Bt g6!? 9. O-O [5 10. Be5 
Жез 11, Мхе5 М(6 12. с4 с5(1) 
Black assures a possibility to open 
up the position. Neither program 
was in a hurry to actually resolve 
the tension in the center, however, 
putting the commentators for a 
virtually impossible task. 


]3.Nd(3 Bd6 14, a3 Oc7 15. Rel 


Putting "pressure" on the Black 
Queen, but DT simply refuses to 
worry about it. 


_1йша5 16, 00306 17. Оз4 


This is probably not such a good 
square for the Queen, which will 
remain here in almost complete 

passivity for the rest of the game. 


ll. Bb7 18, Кс2 КІһ8 19, сх45(2) 


This improves only Black's 
Position, who now gets his Bishop 


| onthe beautiful strong point d5. 


Around this time, when asked what 
he thinks about the current state of 


computer chess, Kevin Spraggett 
said that quite a few of the games 
actually reminded him of Grand- 
master games. Hitech-DT in 
particular made him think of games 
by Britain’s top GM Nigel Short 
with the Dutch defense. 


X a 
Ne4 22. Nd7 Rg8 23. Nfe5 Rg7 


2 Е 2 8 
Y - 7 Ж 





Most spectators thought that White 
was better here (as did Hitech, 
evaluating the position more than 1/ 
2 pawn to its advantage). For some 
reason, neither program considered 
2А. f3 to be a good idea, possibly 
because of the resulting weakness 
of e3 and g3. In the following 
manuevering phase, Hitech doesn’t 
seem to be able to decide what to 
do, while DT gradually improves 
the position of its pieces and sets up 
a Kingside attack. 


24. Rd3 Be7 25. Rd1 h5 26. К4с1 
Bg5 27. Rel Bh4 28. Rf1 Be7 

29. Rfcl (This is the same position 
as after 26. Rdc1) g5(1) 30. f3 Nf6 
31. 4 4 hxg4 

The open h-file will prove entirely 
to Black's advantage. In addition, 
White's pawn position is already 
decisively weakened. Hitech can no 
longer escape the loss of a pawn. 


е4 34. 35.Ке 


Rh7 36. Reel Nxe3+! 


A gasp was audible from the 
spectators when this move was 
played on the demo board. 


37. Kgl 

Several commentators thought that 
Rxe3 was the best chance, but after 
37. ...Rh1+ 38. Ke2 Rxcl 39. Nf7+ 
Kg8 40. Nxd8 Bxd8 Black has too 
many threats : cxd4, Qxf4, Rc2, ... 


37, ...Nd5 38. Ng6 Kg?! 
39. Nxe7? 


White's only hope was 39. NdeS5, 
although then too Black must be 
winning: 39. ...Bd6 or Bf6 
followed by 40. ...Bxe5 41. Nxe5 
Nxf4 (or if 40. g3 КҺ1+ etc.) and 
Black is two pawns up in the better 
position. 
At this point both programs 
detected mate, and began to make 
their (not very human-like) moves 
at great speed, making at least for 
some excitement for the audience. 
39. ...Qxf4! 40, Nx[5 exf5 

+ 
43. ОЫЗ КҺ1+!44. + 


47, Kxg3 Of4 mate.0-1 

After a few moments of confusion 
as to what had actually happened, 
the roughly 200 spectators that 
were still around (a large number 
for such an event!) burst out in 
applause. 








Editor: 


Thank you generously for your 
article on the Nor-Cal Scholastics 
("Over 200 at Scholastic Champi- 
onships", April CCJ). You were 
quite kind to me, despite the very 
sub-par performance I turned in. I 
myself have played over those two 
games thousands of times in my 
head. Having done so, I think that I 
can offer additional analysis to that 
which you have provided: 


A) Chan-McManus: 


9. NeS! This move I had not seen 
before, as 0-0 is given as “book” in 
BCO. I consider Ne5 much 
stronger, as it embarrasses the a6 
Bishop and prevents Nbd7 (Nc6!). 
"I felt that Black was losing at this 
point, as White can play where he 
wants and Black's Q-side play 
leads to very little. I believe Qd6, ' 
A Nbd7, is the only playable 
continuation, even though it leads 
to hell. My Bishop is completely 
retarded. 


17. Qh6?! I have tried thoroughly 
to examine where in fact White 
loses his edge in the game. I 
believe that it is at this point, since 
the placement of the Queen at h6 
allows Black a valuable defensive 
tempo later. I believe now that 
Black's position is at least equal, as 
White's fianchetto Bishop is shut in 
and has little scope, and Black has a 
huge endgame advantage. 


28. ...0g7? (??) Because 
28. ...Rg4+! wins for Black: I. 


29. Kh1? Rd3!! A Qa84. II. 29. Kf1 
Rdd4 A Qf8-a8-g24. For example 
(1) 30. Ка1 Оа8! —++ (2) 30. еб 
Rdf4+ 31. Rxf4 Rxf4+ 32. Kgl 
Rg4- (if 32. Ke2 Re4+ or 32. Kg2 
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Qa84) —44. III. 29. Kf1 Rdd4 
30. Qf2! Qa8 31. QF3 Qxf3+ 
32. Rxf3 Rxg5 with a winning 
endgame. 


43. ...847? For any chance to win, 
Black must play h6!, after which 
White must struggle to draw. 


B) McManus-Tse 


5. Qd3? This move is purely bad. 
When I play against the Modem 
and Pirc type openings, I am used 
to an early Qe2 to aid a King-side 
attack. I picked up the Queen to 
play Qe2 and then suddenly saw 
5. Qe2 Bxd4! —Gee, I guess I'd 
better move it somewhere else... 
16. Qg5?! Since I am going to rip 
the Knight anyway, why not now? 
In the position after 16. Bxc4 bc I 
almost certainly wouldn't play 
Qg5, so I wasted a move. 


19, ...h5? Much better, if Black 
insists on h5, is h6 —Queen moves, 
h5— forcing the Queen to a weaker 
square. 


28, ...Ng5?? Obviously Qe3+ is 
much better. I expected this, and I 
also expected to win the endgame. 
Therefore I disagree with your 
assessment that “Black is О.К." 
Where and when do his pieces 
move? For example, 28. ...Qe3+ 
29. Qxe3 Rxe3 30. f4! and then... 
(1) 30. ...Nf6 31. Rxh8 Nxg4 

32. Rh7+ and Rxa7. 

(2) 30. ...Rf3 31. Rh6 A Rxg6. 
(3) 30. ...Ree8 31. Rh6 Reg8 

32. Rgh4 Kg7 33. Kd2 Nf6 

34. Rxh8 with a King and Knight 
ending that should be won for 
White (N gets to e5). 


(4) 30. ...Kg7 31. f5 Nf8 32. Rxh8 


Kxh8 33. fg Kg7 34. Kd2 A Ne2-f4, 





LETTER TO THE EDITOR 


trading off to a won K+P endgame 
if necessary. 

(5) 30. ...Re6 31. Rh6 A Rgh4, 
Kd2, Ne5. Black can do little but 
trade to a lost endgame. 


As you see, I felt that I would win 
this endgame and so I allowed the 
exchange of Queens. Holes in my 
analysis will be much appreciated, 
as I need help on my endgame 
anyway. 

Andrew A. McManus 

Oakland, CA 


Thanks for the additional analysis 
on your games, Andy. As you 
know, it is often very easy for chess 
players to point to an obvious 
blunder and say, “Well, it’s too bad 
that the game had to end like this, 
otherwise so-and-so would be 
О.К.” I often think this way 
without considering the conse- 
quences if there hadn't been a 
blunder. It's so easy to attribute 
losses to a gross blunder and just 
leave it at that. | compliment you 
on a thorough and insightful job of 
analyzing — your future in chess 
looks bright indeed! (Andy 
McManus, this year’s N. Ca 
representative to the Arnold Denker 
Tnmt. of H.S. Champions, is 
currently ranked fourth in the U.S. 
among 15 апа 16 year-olds.) 
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Area Code 415 ий! specified A indicates new or changed listing 


Berkeley CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 

Berkeley YMCA 2nd й. 

Allston and Milvia 

D. Howard 428-2438 
CAL-Berkeley CC 

Wednesdays 7-10 PM when 

classes resume 

Tan Oak Room 

Student Union, 4th fl. 

UCB Campus 

Peter Yu 848-7809 
Burlingame CC 

Thursdays 7:30 PM 

Burlingame Rec. Ctr. 

990 Burlingame Ave. 

H, Edelstein 349-5554 
Chabot CC 

Thursays 5-10 PM 

Chabot Comm. College 

Hayward, Rm. 2347 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 

Fridays 7-11 PM 

Comm. Hospital 

Conference Center 

B. Riner 916-872-0373 
Empire CC 

Fridays 7 PM 

545 S. 9th St., San Jose 

D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 
Fairfield-Suisun CC 

2nd Sat. each month 

2683 Laurel Dr. 

E. Deneau 707-428-5460 
Fresno CC 

Mondays 7-11 PM 

Round Table Pizza 

Cedar & Dakota Aves. 

D. Quarve 209-225-8022 
Hayward CC 

Mondays 7-9 PM 

Hayward Main Library 

Mission & C St. 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Kolty CC 

Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 

Campbell Comm. Ctr. 

Activity Hall 

Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell 

P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 


ЕВА сс 

Tuesday 8 PM 
Lockheed Rec. Center 

Sunnyvale 

K. Stone 408-742-3126 
Livermore CC 

Fridays TBA 

C. Pigg 447-5067 
Mechanics Inst. CC 

M-F: 11 AM- 11 PM 

Sat: 10 AM- 12 AM 

Sun: 12 PM - 10 PM 

57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 

M. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Ctr. 

Tues - Fri: 4:30 - 10 PM 

Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 

T. Yudacufsk 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 

Thursdays 3:30 PM - ? 

Yountville Veterans Home 

Lee Lounge 

B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 

Tuesdays 6:30 - 11 PM 

Mitchell Park Comm. Ctr. 

S. Farmer 329-2487 
Reno (NV) CC 

Mondays and Fridays 

D. Goddard 702-673-1278 
Richmond CC 

Fridays 5 - 9 PM 

Richmond Public Library 

26th & Macdonald 

T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 

Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM 

Mondays 6:30 - 11 PM 

Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg. 

8517 Lyman Way 

W. Randle 707-795-2220 
Sacramento CC 

Wednesdays 7-11 PM 

Senior Citizens Ctr. 

915 27th St. 

L. Rothstein 916-927-2759 


San Jose CC 
Fridays 7 PM - 12 AM 
Blind Center 
101 N. Bascom Ave. 
Barry Wayne Curto 
San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Ave. 
C. Felker 408-723-1808 
Santa Clara City CC 
2nd Saturday of each month 
2:15 - 6:15 PM 
Machado Park Bldg. 
3360 Cabrillo Ave. 
F. Sierra 408-241-1447 
Santa Cruz Area CC 
Thursdays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Citicorp Savings 
Ocean & Water Sts. 
K. Norris 408-426-8269 
Vallejo CC 
Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
333 Amador St. 
G. Rásmussen 707-642-7270 
Gr. Vallejo Chess Assn. 
Saturdays 5:30 PM - 12 AM 
N. Vallejo Rec. Ctr. 
1121 Whitney Ave. 
E. Valles 707-557-0707 
AVisalia CC 
No meetings during summer, 
Fall meetings TBA 
C. Fotias 209-732-1835 
Wainut Creek CC 
Thursdays 2 - 5:30 PM 
2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
P. Baudry 256-7520 
Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 Am 
Buttes Christian Manor 
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THE DOCTOR IS IN 


Воок НЕМЕМ/ 
The Doctor in Your House 
by Donald Lieberman, M.D. 
Jadon Publications, $6.95 


We've been wondering about 
Donald Lieberman for a long time. 
First, he enters every tournament 
we run, and then he shows up early, 
leaves late, charms everyone, and 
leaves us younger folks gasping in 
his wake. 


I recall one time Dr. Lieberman was 
up against a teen-age opponent. 
Their game was by far the last to 
finish. When it was over the teen- 
ager demanded a lengthy rest before 
his next round. Not Dr. Lieberman. 
He jumped up from the board—in- 
cidentally, I think he had just lost— 
asking who he had to play in the 
final round. Dr. Lieberman was full 
of pep while his next exhausted 


enough to let us in on the secret. His 
new book, subtitled “Dr. 
Lieberman's Guide to Preventive 
Medicine and Sensible Money-Sav- 
ing Self-Care,” talks about back pain 
(bed rest), skin problems, improving 
your marriage (too many chess ad- 
dicts will find that chapter hypotheti- 
cal!), and, most refreshingly, the 
limitations of modern medicine and 
doctors. 


It’s not easy to capture all the flavor 
of this witty book, but when was the 
last time your physician compared 
the spinal column to a garden hose? 
Or reminded you that when Israeli 
doctors went on strike the drop in 
deaths almost bankrupted the morti- 
cians? Or that another reason to quit 
smoking is that your friends secretly 
look down on you for it? 


We should mention that a small part 
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WINSLOW WINS 
CLASS STRUGGLE 


M Elliott Winslow made hay in his own backyard, 
placing clear first in the Berkeley Class Struggle held 
Jue 24-25. Winslow entered the last round one half- 
| ppint ahead of the field after Arthur Braden, who tied 
fr second, played an unsound sacrifice against him in 
Round 3. 
Top Australian junior Greg Hjorth, an IM, is now 
sudying for a Ph.D. in logic at Berkeley. Hjorth 
fnished with only 2.5, but he won the accompanying 
+ Blitz event with a perfect score. In the second round 
Hjorth was held to a draw by unrated [!] Sergey Iskotz, 
шесепі arrival from the Soviet Union. Iskotz, whose 
pst-tournament rating was 2268, is only 16. 





| Н 1813.5 IM Elliot Winslow 

4 2/33 Arthur Braden 
Luis Busquets 

| Dan Switkes 


Kash Patel 
Dean Howard 
ck Robert Kichinski 


1 1st 3.5 Sinan Kaptanoglu 
2nd/Sth 3 Robert Christopher 
Annette Caruso 
Michael Sweeney 
James E. Wilson 
Alvin Smart 
Winston Chiang 
Charles Dupree 


Paul Canavese 
Gar Comins 
Tin Wai Wu 


Scott Gilbert 
Perry Frek 


Rex De Asis 
Kevan Gross 


| 1st/3rd 3.5 


B 1st/3rd 3.5 


1st 3.5 
2nd/3rd 3 


m 


1st 4 
2nd 3 


1st 3.5 
2nd 3 


(lass Struggle. IM Greg Hjorth scored a perfect 11 in 
be 12-player round-robin. Greg Kotlyar placed second 


| 
( 
пр 
е 
f or 
AWBCA Blitz event was held in conjunction with the 
P 10, Neil Regan was to only non-master to tally 


Я inst a master; his 6 points earned Top Expert honors. 


їй Goldfarb's 3'/, sufficed for top A/below. 


GUREVICH AT TOP 
OF THE WORLD 


The 17th Annual World Open, held June 30-July 4 at 
Philadelphia’s Adam’s Mark Hotel, ended in a huge tie. 
Ten players—six Americans, three Soviets, and one 
Colombian—scored 7 1/2-2 1/2 to share $43,000 in 
prizes. 

On the following day, a 5-minute playoff was held 
between nine of the ten players for the World Open 
Title. Soviet GM Mikhail Gurevich emerged as 
champion, defeating former compatriot GM Lev Alburt 
of New York, after both players won their preliminary 
sections. 


Gurevich, top-ranked in the 236-player Open section at 
2707, started slowly by losing to 18 year old Michael 
Hennigan (FIDE 2345) of England in round one, but he 
rebounded strongly. 


U.S. GMs Lev Alburt, Walter Browne of Berkeley, 
John Fedorowicz and IM Alexander Ivanov were tied 
with Gurevich for the top spot after 8 rounds. All five 
drew their last two games, allowing five others to catch 
them: GM Alex Chernin and IM-elect Vladimir 
Epishin of the Soviet Union, GMs Michael Rohde and 
Larry Christiansen of New York, and IM Gildardo 
Garcia of Columbia (who arrived late and took half 
point byes for the first two rounds). 


Gurevich and Alburt won an extra $300 and $130 
respectively in the playoff. 

This was by far the strongest World Open ever, with 30 
GMs, 20 IMs, 133 FIDE-rated players, and 199 Masters 
competing. The Open section had 56 foreign players, a 
vast improvement over last year’s nine. This made IM 
norms possible, and seven plyaers apparently achieved 
them: Sekhar Sahu of India, Joseph Fang of New 
Hampshire, and five juniors: Ilya Gurevich of Massa- 
chusetts, Gata Kamsky of New York, Alex Sherzer of 
Maryland, Alexandre LeSiege of Montreal, and 
Michael Hennigan of England. 


continued p. 14 


IN MEMORIAM 
Byron Rusk 


1960-1989 


The CCJ wishes to express its 
sincere sympathy to his family. 
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MAN VS. MACHINE: DT-VALVO, PART II 


Q 1989 Michael Valvo 
White: Deep Thought 
Black: IM Michael Valvo 
UNIX Mail Match (2) 11/88-3/89 
Falkbeer Counter Gambit 


Le 

I had seen Deep Thought's play 
against various IMs and had no idea 
how to play 1. e4 against this 
tactical monster. I decided to play 
solidly with 1. ...e5. Little did I 
realize what was in store! 


1....€9 2. [4 

This I didn't expect: a King's 
Gambit. I thought Deep Thought 
played the Ruy Lopez. Well, so 
much for thinking. I knew its book 
could not be current, so it made 


sense to whip out the topical 
2. ...d5 3. ed c6? 


2.1.45 3, ed c6 4, Ne3 ef 5, NES 
Bd6 6, d4 Ne7 7, de Nbxc6 8. d» 
Nb4 


Things are heating up. White now 
must do something about his d5 
pawn as 9. a3 Nbd5! 10. Nd5 Nd5 
11. Qd5 Bb4 wins. I expect 9. Вс4 
and will play 9. ...0-0. If then 

10. a3 bS!! I think White was better 
off playing 8. Bc4 0-0 9. 0-0 Bg4 
10. Ne4! Bc7 11. c3 intending Qel 
& Qh4. | 

[Illescas-Nunn played this line in 
Dubai, Olympiad 1986, and 
continued: 11. ...Nd5?! 12. Nc5! 
Rb8 13. Qel Re8 (13. ...g5!?) 

14. Qh4! with advantage, but 

11. ...Ng6- is better. Nunn has 
played this variation since, so one 
has to assume he has an improve- 
ment in mind.] 


9, Вс4 0-0 
I think this is best, but it is virtually 


ignored in practice. The game 


Spassky-Polgar continued with the 
usual 9. ...Bf5 10. Bb3 and Black 
later had a problem with the f5 
Bishop. I expect the game will 
continue 10. 0-0 (10. a3 bS! 

11. BxbS Nbxd5 12. Nxd5 Nxd5 
13. Bc6 Ba6! 14. Qxd5 Re8-! with 
complex attacking chances). 


10, a3 b5!!? 

Well, you are going to get your 
money's worth now. The complica- 
tions will be mind boggling. I think 
the computer is wrong and this 
position is all too deep for it... but I 
must admit to feeling uneasy about 
the computer calling my ‘bluff’! 
The main line stands as noted 
above. After 14. ...Re8+, 15. Kdl 
or Kd2 and Black has an enormous 
attack. Maybe DT is thinking of 
11. Bb3 Na6 12. Nxb5 Qa5« 

13. Nc3. I don't know, but Black 
will get great play. 

[Prior to the discovery of this 
resource, Black played 10. ...Маб 
11. 0-0 Bg4 12. Khl with a small 
White edge as in Hebden-Henley, 
New York 1983.] 


11.Bb3 

This is the least exciting of White's 
three alternatives, the others being 
11. BxbS and 11. Nxb5. 


I can now reveal that the winning 
Black continuation after 11. Bxb5 
is ...Nbxd5 12. Nxd5 Nxd5 13. Bc6 
Ba6! 14. Qxd5 Re8+! 15. Kdl 

(15. Be8? Bb4+) 15. ...Be2+ is 

16. Kd2 Bc4!! winning the White 
Queen. 

[Elliot Winslow: 14. ...Qe7+! is 
better: 15.Qe4 Qxe4+ 16. Bxe4 
Rfe8 with all the chances. Com- 


ments from various people on the 
net noted that 14. ...Re8+? 15. Kd] 
Be2+ 16. Kd2 Bc4 17. Qd4! 

(17. Bxa8?? Bxd5 18. Bxd5 Bb4+ 
0-1 Hoyos Milan-Garcia, Guid., 
Columbia, 1987) 17. .... BeS 

18. Rel!!+- winning even though 
18. ...Qd4 19. Nd4 Rad8 clouds the 
issue. } 


The third alternative, 11. Nxb5 
leads to ...Nbxd5 12. Bxd5 Nxd5 
13. c4 Re8+ 14. Kf1 Ba6 holds 
everything together. [This 

14. ...Ba6 comment is just wrong. I 
made it in response to a question by 
the Deep Thought team and replied 
via blindfold chess. In truth, things 
are VERY deep: Deep Thought 
found the improvement before the 
question was asked of me: 

14. ...Bc5!! with the following 
continuations given by Berliner/ 
Hitech: 15. Qxd5 (15. cd Ba6 

16. a4 Qa5 -+ if now 17. Qd3 
Rab8!) 15. .... Bf5!-4..] 


11. ...Ма6 12. Nxb5 Qa5- 

Black will get a strong attack for 
his Pawn. 13. Nc3 is forced and I 
plan to continue 13. ...Nc5 14. Ba2 
Ма4 ог Мед. 


13. Nc3 Nc» 


White has snatched a Pawn for 
now, but can he hold it? At the 
moment Black threatens Nb3 and 
Ne4. Another Black idea is Bb7, to 
surround the d5 Pawn. White may 
try castling here: 14. 0-0 Nxb3 
15. cb Bb7 [maybe best is 15. .... 
Ba6! 16.Rel Rfe8 intending to 
meet 17. Ng5!? with 17. ...Nd5!] 
16. bá Qb64 17. Kh1 Rad8, with 
approximately equality. [Or 

16. Мр5 Мх45 17. Nxd5 Qxd5 
18. Qxd5 Bxd5 19. Вхѓ4=.] 





(dange 
also w 
15. Qc 
(4 
кеди. 
. Min 
resist | 
compt 
behin 
те, 11 
wante: 
114. 
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| tepid 
piece | 
Ken T 
. Thoug 
г роле: 
| werei 
(14. 


(— — а 
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| Another idea here for Black is to 
A a K-side pawn roller with f6 


| 
ncn 





. Wvala attack! The White King 
must be kept in the center even at 
he cost of a piece. My idea is 
. |$.4 Qc7 16. bc Rfe8!? I would 
| E to proceed more quietly with 
Мед, but DT could squirm 
| e with 15. Bd2 Nxd2 16. Qxd2 
| (16, ...Rb8 17. Ne4! (unclear)] and 
contemplate castling Queen side 
(dangerous as that would be). [I 
iso worried about 14. .... Ne4!? 
15.094 №сз 16. Ва2, although 
16, ...Re8! is then more than 
adequate. ] 
' Myintuition says, "Do it!" I can't 
| esist this classical human- 
computer clash! [When the ideas 
behind 14. ...Ba6 began to flow for 
me, | knew it was the move I 
wanted to make. The more I looked 
114. ...Ba6, the better it felt. Still, 
| twas not without a great deal of 
| tepidation that I mailed off this 
piece sacrifice.] 


gs 


Ken Thompson visited the Deep 
. Thought tearn in Pittsburgh at this 
point and later told me that things 
: Were in near panic after reception 
of14. ...Ba6. I believe he said at 
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the time that Deep Thought 
searched 35 plies (17. moves!) and 
could not find a refutation. | 


This move caused a stir on the net 
and a Deep Thought groupie 
offered to bet me five dollars that 
the machine could hold its position. 
Debate quieted after a member of 
the Deep Thought team reported 
the difficulties the machine was 
having with the position. 


15. b4 Qc7 

White's best (and only move, in my 
opinion) is to take the piece and 
play Ne2: 16. bc Rfe8 17. Ne2! I 
then intend to play 17. ...Qxc5. I 
looked at 17. ... Nf5, but 18. cd 
Qc3+ 19. Bd2 Rxe2+ 20. Qxe2 
Qxal and either 21. Kf2 or 21. Qdl 
wins. 

Deep Thought Team: DT thinks 
that 16. b5 is also reasonable, but 
has a lower score than bc. DT does 
not expect to hold the piece 
advantage. 


16, be Rfe8! 


I considered playing Rae8 because 
the f7 square might need additional 
protection in some variations and 
that Rook might not have any other 
lines anyway. But in the end I 
discarded the thought because the 
a2-f7 diagonal always had a White 
Pawn blocking it in the lines I 
looked at. 

The critical line I see is: [This is 
actually what is going to happen!] 
17. Ме2 Охс5 18. c4 Мх45! 

19. 094 (19. Оха5 Ке2+ 20. КАЇ 
Qxd5 21. cd Rxg2 with threats of 
Rf2 and g5-g4) Qxd4! 20. Nd4 
Вс5! 


17. Ме2 Ос5 


by IM Michael Valvo 


There is not much new to add here: 
we are still moving toward the 
critical position mentioned just 
above. While I think 18. c4 is 
White's best, we will have to see 
what DT does. 


[Berliner: Actually, I thought 

16. Bb2 followed by Kd2 and Kel 
was best for White. In that line, I 
thought 16. ...Nf5 was best, forcing 
White to play Qd2. That DT played 
16. be in the actual game must 
mean it sees a way to survive the 
attack, or that my plan is unexecut- 
able.] 


The Deep Thought team noted 
above that 16. b5 was reasonable. 
According to Peter Jansen, DT 
came up with this interesting main 
line, which it thinks is mostly 
forced and leads to approximate 
equality: 16. ...Be5 17. 0-0 Bxc3 
18. 46 Qb6 19. de Ne44 20. Khl 
Bxb5 21. ef=Q+ Rxf8 22. Rb1 
Bxfl 23. Rxb6 Nf2+ 24. Kg1 Nxd1 
25. Bxf7--! Rxf7 26. Rb8-- Rf8 
27. Rxf8+ Kxf8 28. Kxfl =. 


18, c4 Nxd5! 
DT must think it is OK here, but I 
see nothing but trouble for it. 
Maybe it will go into 19. Qxd5 
Кхе2+ 20. Ка1 Охӣ5+ 21. са Кр2 
because it sees it has extra material 
and doesn't appreciate the coming 
Black King side pawn rush. 
19. Bd2 is possible, but kind of 
passive: 19. ...Ne3 maintains the 
Black initiative and moves like 
19. ...Rad8 aren't bad either. The 
try 19. Qd4, mentioned earlier, is 
the most complex. Most likely is 

9. ...Qxd4! 20. Nd4 Bc5! and 
now: 


continued p., 18 
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PRACTICAL ENDGAMES: EMOTIONS 


Chess books are generally con- 
cerned with what happens on the 
board instead of the two people 
playing the game. Human beings 
aren't computers; we feel confident 
or discouraged, we are patient or 
hurried, we are cautious or des- 
perate. These are reflected in how 
we play the endgame, and the prac- 
tical player is interested in how to 
handle his own emotions and how 
to exploit his opponent's. 

The most common endgame vice is 
impatience. After concentrating for 
hours, it is natural to want to end 
the game quickly: we seek the 
quickest way to win or the clearest 
road to an obvious draw. When a 
player seeks the fastest win instead 
of the surest win, disaster is on the 
horizon. 











a ж 2 
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пи 
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White: Adamson(2104) 
Black: Poehlmann(2153) 


Yes, I played this out. I could read, 
* Just resign already!" on my 
opponent's face, and I hoped that 
his bad attitude would compensate 
for my material deficit. As Black, 
the best plan is to remain calm, stay 
alert, and move slowly, even taking 
time on automatic moves. It usually 
helps to look discouraged, but in 
this position I found that smiling 


and looking out the window 
infuriated my opponent. 


1...Bd6+ 2, Kb5 ¢5 3, Ra7+ Kbs 
4. Rd7 Bc? 5. Rg7 c4 6. Rg8t Ka? 
7, Rg7 Kb8 8. Каб? 

2. Kb5 instead of 2. Kxd4 was the 
first clue that my opponent wants to 
mop up in short order. He expects 
to win with the c-pawn in a few 
moves, and is blind to my potential 
counterplay. 8.Kc4 is better, 
conceding that the pawns are 
dangerous and retreating to head 
them off. 


278 Ma 
uis 145 E 
e IAM, 


я от l 


а онди д, 7 
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14. ...f4 didn't work e of 
15. gf g3 16. Rd8+ and 17. Rg8, so 
I prepare it with what looks like a 
somber waiting move. White 
should now play the patient 

15. Rd5 Bxg3 16. Rxf5 Bd6 

17. Rg5 g3 18. Rg7 Be5 19. Rg8+ 
Kc7 20. Kc5 Bf4 21. Kd5, but that 
takes so much longer than the 
simple plan of Kc4-d5-e6xf5xg4. 
White wants to end the game 
quickly, and he does just that. 


15. Kc4? f4! 
Now I started to concentrate hard, 


convinced that he had thrown away 
the win. Unfortunately my game 





isn't strong enough to play for more 
than a draw, but if it were, my new- 
found confidence combined with 
the sudden turn of events at the 
board might have been enough to 
encourage future errors. 


7 = 


19. Rxg1 Bxg1 20. fo Be3 21. Kdb 
Bg5 22, f7 Be? 23, Ke6 Ba} 1/2-12 
“Yeah, but White played badly”, 
you might complain. Sure he did — 
that's the whole point. But 
Adamson is a strong player, and 
had he been careful and patient he 
wouldn't have overlooked my 
tactical resources. 


But he who lives by the sword dies 
by the sword... 


White: Poehlmann (2203) 
Black: Shirazi (2598) 


Ж,” 
by 


я 
5 js fü 


"о 
а 6 Й, 
hy 27 " г 
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Easy win! Extra — pawn, 
active rook, everything anyone 
could hope for against an IM. I can 
even take the seventh rank! But in 
the game I was scared stiff. I had 
never even played anyone rated this 
highly, and that I might win the 
game was beyond my comprehen- 
sion. 


1. Rb7+ Kd8 2. Ra7 Ke8 3. g3 
Shirazi must have sensed fear 
already. Having worried about all 
kinds of threats (...Rd8, ...Rxd3+ 
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| 
|! gd... Nc54) after 3. Rxa6 Rd8, I 
| iided against 4. Ra3 Nf4 5. c4 
‚ кише this was the last move 
wore time control. Although this 
sagenerally a good policy, I was 
ieady chasing after phantoms. 


\ „h4! 4, Кхаб 
| iow, am I really going to beat this 
gy! What's his rating again? In 
| yexcitement I wanted to ensure 
jwin, so I started imagining all 
| ins of threats that I should defend 
| yinst. When it came time to 
 gwer the real ones, I lost my way. 
ШЫ85, RaS g5! 6. Ke3 g4! 
№» was totally confused. Had 
irazi played “normally” by 
| yivating his King or seeking 
| wunterplay with his Rook, I would 
we understood what was going 
mf he had clutched his temples 
| toked nervous during the past 
, iw moves, I would have been 
 wouraged by that. But he sat like 
 ighinx, staring nonchalantly at the 
ward, thrusting pawns forward 
"ih confidence, as if he had 
-werything under control. 


‘Ugh? gh 8. RbS Nc7!!-+ 


пон 38. 
M, M, Me M 
MDM EM, 
С 2 2% A 
Pd 
М, Й, Ж 
lu uta. 


And = everything falls 

pat! All Black’s pieces are on the 
ЖЇ two ranks, the pawn can be 
lopped (sort of), but Black wins by 
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force! 


9, Rb] Nd5+ 10, Kd2 

10. Ke2/Ke4 Nxc3+; 10. Kf3 Nxc3; 
10. Kd4 Nf4+ wins a piece. Watch 
how Black’s pieces combine now. 


10. ...Nf4 11, Ke3 Nxd5 12. f4 Nc5 
13. c4 Rd3* 14. Ke2 Ra 15. Ral 
No4 

Threatening ...Rxa2+ and ...Nc3+. 


16. Kf1 Rg3 17. Ke2 h2 18. Rh1 
Ra3 0-1 

Shirazi’s swindle didn’t just appear 
out of thin air, it arose by disorient- 
ing me with aggressive moves 
which took advantage of my 
increasing fear. Of all the ways to 
seek active play, he chose the one 
that did the most psychological 
damage, played confidently, and I 
cracked. 


In both games the player with the 
clear head triumphed despite a 
rather hopeless position. Time 
pressure was not a factor (although 
it is a powerful catalyst for 
emotion); the player’s emotions 
simply clouded his judgement and 
he was unable to play good chess. 
How can we conquer feelings at the 
board that diminish our playing 
strength? First, admit to yourself 
that you aren't Mr. Spock, that you 
are swayed by emotion during the 
game and that they affect (and can 
adversely affect) your play. Listen 
to anyone describing his game: "He 
played an opening I know well, but 
he tried a new plan and I got a good 
position. I sacked a pawn for the 
attack, but I should have traded 
pawns in the center. He forced a 
Queen trade and I had some 
Queenside weaknesses. I thought I 


by NM Roger Poehlmann 


could draw the Rook endgame but 
his King was too active." It's 
obvious he was satsified with his 
opening, he was confident and bold 
in attacking, but got careless, 
discouraged, and frustrated. As 
much as we'd like to believe that 
chess is a game of pure logic and 
calculation, it just isn't so; 
emotions play a key role. 

Second, study yourself as you play, 
and make changes in the areas that 
you are weak. Are you tired? Get 
up and walk around a bit. Eat or 
drink something. Are you impa- 
tient? Take more time on your own 
moves, dedicate yourself to 
winning, and watch for surprise 
tactics. Are you sick of playing? 
Get up and watch other games. 
Talk to somebody. Just enough 
time away from the board to strech 
and to keep your mind fresh. Is 
your position a hopeless mess? 
Fight or resign. Be fully alert and 
seek a way out, or turn over your 
King and prepare for the next 
round. Halfheartedly playing out a 
lost game saps your strength and 
will lead to future disappointments. 


Watch your opponent: A player 
who leaves his hand on a piece for 
a long time is indecisive; you 
should respond by bashing out our 
moves with confidence, and by 
playing bold moves. A player who 
grinds a piece into its square, on the 
other hand, is feeling overconfident 
and prideful. Don’t be discouraged 
(it helps to look discouraged 
though), don’t get angry or frus- 
trated, but look for counterplay. 
Once the bind on your position is 
broken, so usually is your 
opponent’s spirit. 

continued p. 8 
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CHESS LAB: WHAT'S THE BEST DEFENSE 


Wanted: a defense which leads to 
unbalanced positions with winning 
chances and avoids exchanges. 
Fischer decided upon the Sicilian 
Defence early and it was his main 
counterattack. Strong conservative 
players like Botvinnik and Petro- 
sian preferred the French and Caro- 
Kann. Most main line variations of 
the Sicilian lead to a sharp pitched 
battle with unbalanced pawns and 
sometimes castling on opposite 
wings. Black can fall prey to a 
strong attack easily, but that is part 
of the thrill; White must attack per- 
fectly to win, but meanwhile his Q- 
side and center may be collapsing. 
White: Bill Chesney (2435) 


This line already precludes the 
Najdorf variation, but may 
transpose to other lines. 

3. d4 cd 4, Nxd4 $6!? 

Black allows the Maroczy Bind. 


4. ...e6 and 4. ...Nf6 are more 
normal. This is the so-called 


Accelerated Dragon, where Black 
delays playing 46. 
7 0- 
1 12 


Tempting, but 10. ...a5 11. a4 Nb4 
is a more reliable sequence. 
11. Bf 84657 
1. ...Ng4! looks best, then 
12. Bg4 Bxg4 13. Qd2 Веб. 


Black: Craig Mar (2516) 12. Nd5! Bxd5 13. ed Nb8 
Sicilian Dragon Black is already "on the carpet". 
LERA May 29, 1989 4. Qe2 Nbd? 15, c4 Rfc& 
1.e4 c5 2. N(3 Nc6 
Poehlmann 


continued from p. 7 


moves it, chances are he's getting 
careless and frustrated with how the 
game is going. Play solidly, so as to 
deny him any counterplay, and let 
him self-destruct as he reduces 
himself to further passivity. 


What are the ratings involved? If 
you're higher rated but a glance at 
your position would convince any 
spectator othwerwise, consider 
offering a draw if that's what 
you're seeking. Time it when your 
opponent has an automatic move to 
make (like a recapture) so his 
thinking is more fuzzy and he 
wastes time on the clock consider- 
ing it when he would normally just 
move. It works best when your 


opponent has no obvious plan, 
several good plans that look about 
the same, or when trying to win 
involves a risk. Nobody likes to 
lose, and if you some counterplay 
your opponent's fear will exagger- 
ate its impact. (I will discuss the art 
of offering draws in a future 
column). 


Emotionalism is a broad subject, 
best left to the psychologists. But a 
chessplayer should be aware of it, 
correct the defects in his own play 
and learn to diagnose it in his 
opponents. Clear thinking is 
essential to rational chess; emotions 
make us play bold moves or 
cautious moves, but reason helps us 
find the best moves. 


Black is doomed to passivity, and 
White's main choice is where he 
should attack. 


16. Nd4 аб 17. Rael Oc7 ]8. b3 


White has perhaps not used the best 
plan; 17. b4 and 18. Racl, forcing 
Black to play b6 eventually, cedes 
c6 to the Knight. But he has a 
strong K-side attack. 





White’: 5 п б evident; g5- 
Qh4-Bg2-Rf3 with a mating attack. 
Although I felt White was buming 
his bridges and overextending, I 
didn't know how to respond. 


21. МАШ? 
21. ...e5 is the natural move. "The 


correct reaction to a wing attack is 
a center thrust.” 


22. Bg2 

Whites plan begins. Qh4-Rf3-Rh3 
is the idea. 

22. ...Nd3 23. Oh4 Qc3 24. Rez 
Qa5 

Preventing 25. Rf3 because of 
25. ...Qe1+! 26. Qxel Nxel 
forking. 


23. g5 Nb4 
I mulled over 25. ... 
for a long time. 


e51? 26. de fe 
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| Blick is willing to draw. 

| 7 RI? e5? 

1. ...Qxa2!? was better but White 
sill has a decisive attack. 
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hhecritical position. It’s now a 

| vide open affair. Dangerous is 
0.5! gf 31. Nf5 Qc7. Black 
annot take the Knight because of 

|l... ef? 32. BdS+ Kh8 33. рб and 
lere is no defence. White would 

| lave a decisive attack. 


0. Nxe6!? 


this is not as strong, however. 





| 1 Rxf5 Ме5?! 

Caught up in the struggle I missed 
1....Qel--! trading Queens and 
ing out of the mess. 





Ави 

М. Rf61? is totally obscure. 

4.092 35, ВсЗ 

ick threatened 35. ...Qxd4«. 
t 4+ 

1044 Nxg4 





Blick can breathe easier with the 
Queens off. 


Abg] Kxg7 39. Bxe6 Nxc6 
1% NeS 
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by FM Craig Mar 





The fight continues in a double- 
edged endgame. No major errors 
are committed in the time scramble 
to reach move 45. 


М 
ANS 


Ж 


U 


+ 


а} 


N > Ņ 
Хо» 
SS 

хев 
NS 


“ 
Ww’ 
Ww 





The time scramble is over, but it 
took me a few minutes to realizxe 
the difficulties Black is in. He must 
try to Queen the h-pawn or conjure 
up a mating attack. 

47 9 2! 


Tempting, but giving Black the 
edge! Better is 48. Rc3 to start the 
race. White's best plan is to get his 
c-pawn moving. 

48, ... Re4! 

The only move. Not 48. ...Nxg3 
49. Кхеб-- КІ5 50. Кхр3! winning. 


49. Rh3 


White is already on the defensive. 
If 49. Rc3 Kxg5 50. c5 Re2 51. Kf1 
Ned4 52. c6 Ne3+ 53. Rxe3 Rxe3 
wins for Black. The small army of 


Black pieces attack quickly and 
efficiently. 

e 
21. Kgl Ned4! 


Black now operates with concrete 
mating threats. 


4 19 


Going for it! Drawing was 
53. ... Nf3- 54. Rxf3 Kxf3. 


24, c9 Nf 55, Rxf3 Kxf3 

26. Rf6! 

Black has won a piece and it looks 
drawish but both sides are in time 
trouble, making blunders possible. 


36, ...Ke4 57, c6 a5 58. c7 Rc2 
22. Re6+ Kf4 60. Ra6 Nh4!? 

60. ...Nd4! may give more winning 
chances. The time control has been 
reached, but Chesney wasn't sure. 
And so he quickly played... 


61. Rxa5?? 
Only 61. c8=Q! draws. 
+ ! 0- 


White resigns, as there is no 
stopping mate on f2. 
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LOSE LIKE A GRANDMASTER, PART II 


White: Robert Hübner 
Black: Viktor Korchnoi 
Tilburg 1987 
Ruy Lopez 


1.е4е5 2, МЗ №6 3. Bb5 a6 
4, Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Nxe4 

The Open Defence offers more 
active piece play than the Closed 
variations. However, Black must 
defend carefully against White's 
attacking potential and the 
possibility of a bind on c5. 


6. d4 b5 7. Bb3 45 8, 4хе5 Веб 
9. с3 №5 

9. ...Be7 and 9. ... 
alternatives. 


10. Bc2 

This is the usual reply although 

10. М44 is a dangerous pawn sac. 
Readers interested in the Open 
Defence should play through the 
1978 (and 1981) Karpov-Korchnoi 
match, where it was Korchnoi's 
main defence. Game 8 went 

10. Nbd2 g6?! 11. Qe2 and Game 
10 saw 10. ...d4 11. Ng5!? 


10. Bg4 11. Rel Be7. 12, Nbd2 
Watch this Knight monopolize the 
next few moves!. Korchnoi’s next 
is his favourite—12. ...0-0 is also 
possible. 


12.947 13. МІ 

The previous year, the players had 
tried 13. h3 Bh5 14. Nf1 Rd8 

15. Ng3 Bg6 16. Nd4 0-0 and 
Korchnoi ultimately won. 14. Nb3 
Ne6 15. Bf5 Ncd8 16. Be3 a5 was 
Karpov-Korchnoi, 28th Match 
Game 1978. 


Bc5 are the 


13. ... Rd8 14. Ne2 
Interesting is 14. Ng3 e.g. 14. ...d4 
15. h3 Bxf3 16. Qxf3 d3 17. Bb3 0- 


0 18. Nf5 with attacking chances, 
Palecek-Hracek, Czechoslov akia 
1988. 


14. ...ph5 
Poor is 14. .. 
16. Qg3. 
15. NI 
Also 15 b4 immediately: 15 ...Ne6 
16. Nf5 and now 16 ...0-0 is better 
than 16. ...d4? 17. Be4! Hjartarson- 
Korchnoi, 1st Match Game 1988. 


15, ...0-0 16. Мхе7-- Мхе? 

16. ...Qxe7 is known to be bad: 

17. Bg5! Qxg5 18. Nxg5 Bxdl 

19. Bxh7+ Kh8 20. Raxd1 although 
this didn’t prevent Gild. Garcia 
from repeating it against Am. 
Rodriguez, Bayamo 1987. 

17. b4 

17. Qd4?! Bxf3 18. gxf3 Ne6 

19. Qh4 Ng6 20. Qg4 d4 Grünfeld- 
Korchnoi, Zagreb 1987. More 
critical is 17. Be3 e.g.17. ...Ne6? 
18. Bxh7+ Kxh7 19. Ng5+ Kg6 
20. g4 Geller-Hazai, Sochi 1982. 
Korchnoi has improved with 

17. ...Na4!: 18. Qd3 Ng6! 19. e6 
fxe6 20. Ne5 Nb2! 21. Nxd7 Nxd3 
22. Nxf8 Nxel 23. Bxg6 Bxg6 

24. Nxg6 Nc2 25. Ne7-- Kf8 

26. Nc6 Rd6 27. Bc5 Nxal 28. Nd4 
Kf7-+ Marjanovic-Korchnoi, 
Belgrade 1987. 


17. ...Ма427 

An unusual blunder in home 
analysis. With the e-file open, what 
was good against 17. Be3 turns out 
to lose here. Later in the tourna- 
ment, Korchnoi demonstrated that 
Black is OK after 17. ...Ne4!: 

18. Bxe4 dxe4 19. Qxd7 Rxd7 

20. Ng5 Bg6- Sokolov-Korchnoi 


.Bxf3 15. Qxf3 Nxe5 


(Korchnoi won the ending). 
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! 1-0 

Not 19. Ng5+ Kg6. On 19. e6, 
Korchnoi had planned 19. ...Bxf3, 
overlooking 20. Qd3-- Be4 

21. Qh3+. 19. ...fxe6 20. Ng5+ 
Kg6 21. g4 allows a crushing attack 
similar to Geller-Hazai above. 


White: Jan Timman 
Black: Andrei Sokolov 
Tilburg 1987 
Queen’s Indian Defence 


1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nf3 b6 4. g3 
Ba6 

4. ...Bb7 is sounder but offers 
Black less unbalancing chances and 
has declined in popularity. 


5, Nbd2 

In their book on the Queen’s 
Indian, Ribli and Kallai consider 
this less critical than 5. b3 or 

5. Qa4. 





2, ВІ 

Also possible are 5. ...Bb4 and 
Soil 

6. Bg2 Be? 

A Sokolov patent. 6. ...c5 7. e 


cxd4 8. e5 is more common. 


1,0-0 
The sharper 7. e4!? was tried in 
Timman-Sokolov, Montpellier 


жо 

со 

ою 
= 








tack 
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1985. Timman may have feared an 
improvement. 


1, „0-0 8, Qc2 d5 9, cxd5 


Ribli and Kallai point out that this 
is usually best when Black plays 
.d5 in the Queen's Indian. Black 
must concede the centre after a 
piece recapture or accept hanging 
pawns after ...exd5 and a subse- 


draw, Nikolic-Sokolov, Tilburg 


| 1987. 


9, ,,exd5 10, Ne5 c5 11. dxc5 


Inthe stem game of this variation, 

| Korchnoi-Sokolov, Montpellier 

| 1985, Black was better after 
11. Ndf3 Na6 12. Bh3 Ne4 13. Be3 
Bd6 14. a3 Qc7 15. Rfd1 c4. 

‚ ..Вхе5 

Possibly disheartened by this game, 

Sokolov later tried 11. ...bxc5 

against Yusupov but White devel- 

oped strong pressure after 12. Ndc4 

Re8?! (12. ...Qc7!? 13. Bf4 g5! 

14. Bxg5 dxc4 15. Bxb7 Qxb7 

16. Bh6 Blees-Riemersma, 

Netherlands 1987, and now 

; 16... Nbd7) 13. Bf4 Qc8 14. Na5 
Bab 15. Rfd1 Nbd7 16. Bh3!?. 


амын. „—————. _ +——_. 


| е7 13. № 714. ВИ 
А8 15. Оа4 6. Касі № 
| Lii bsc 18, RÁd1 Qb6 19.63 


Ш 


| Premature liberation. 19. ...Bc6 
| followed by ...Rfd8 was correct. 


| (see diagram top of next column) 


- Mend4 cxd4 21. Nxd4! Bxg2 
| ILKxg2 Oxb2 23. Nc6 023? 
| Hehad to resign himself to losing 


| le a-pawn by 23. ...Qb7. 


: Lio Rfe8 25, Qc2 1-0 


quent ...c5. 9. Ne5 c5 led to a quick 
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by Ganesan 





„=! 
after 19. ...d4 

White threatens 25. Nxe7+ and 

25. Rad. 


White: Yasser Seirawan 
Black: Alexander Belyavsky 
Brussels (SWIFT) 1988 
Slav Defence 


1. d4 d5 2. c4 c6 3. Nc3 Nf6 

4. cxd5 cxd5 

Despite the symmetrical pawn 
formation, White's advantage of 
the move can quickly prove 
significant. Botvinnik and Portisch 
(as well as Seirawan) have often 
played the Exchange variation. 
Look up Portisch-Petrosian, 
Moscow 1967, lost by the world 
champion in 24 moves. 





8. Bb5 


In a later round, Seirawan tried 

8. Qb3 but Nikolic equalized after 
8. ...Bb4 9. Bb5 0-0 10. 0-0 Qe7 
11. Bxc6 bxc6 12. Na4 Nh5 

13. Bg3 Nxg3 14. hxg3 Rfc8. 
Another try is 8. Ne5. Andersson- 
Belyavsky, from the same tourna- 
ment, went 8. ...Nxe5 9. Bxe5 Nd7 
10. Bd3 Bxd3 11. Qxd3 Nxe5 

12. dxe5 Be7 =. 


8. ..Nd7 9, 0-0 


9. Qa4 Rc8 is more common. 


2. ...Be7 10, Bxc6 bxc6 11. Rel 
Rc8 


The immediate 11. ...g5 is weaker. 
Belyavsky continues 12. Bg3 h5 
13. Nb5! cxb5 14. Bc7 Qc8 15. Be5 
Qb7 16. Bxh8 f6 17. Nxg5 fxg5 

18. Qxh5+ Kd8 19. Bg7 


12. №4? 

Belyavsky now gets his pawns 
rolling. 12. Ne5. 

12. ! 13. Bg3 h5 14. h3 g4 
15. hxg4 


15. Мхе5 Мхе5 16. Bxe5 f6 17. Bf4 
gxh3 is also good for Black. 


15. ...hag4 16. Ne5 Nxe5 17. Bxe5 
f6 18. Bg3 Kf7 19. Rel 

Belyavsky considers 19. f4 stronger 
but still losing to 19. ...gxf3 

20. Qxf3 Qg8 21. Nc5 Qg6! 

22. Bf4 Rcg8 intending 23. ...Bxc5 
and 24. ...Bxe4. 


19. ...Rh5 20. Qd2 Be4 21. Kfl 





21, ...Bf3! 0-1 
Mate along the h-file is unstop- 
pable. 
White: Drazen Velimirovic 
Black: Mihai Suba 
Pinerolo 1987 
Sicilian Defence 


1.64 c5 2. ND d6 2. d4 cxd4 


continued p. 17 
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EXCLUSIVE INTERVIEW: GM TORRE 


In April, Grandmaster Eugenio Torre was in the Bay 
Area for a series of simultaneous exhibitions. He had 
just returned from the New York Open. On April 4 he 
was at the Palo Alto Chess Club and gave a simultane- 
ous exhibition for 30 players. He won 25 games and 
drew 5. Before the exhibition I interviewed him. 

Bill Wall: When did you start playing chess? 

Eugene Torre: | was born on November 4, 1951. I 
learned the game from my grandfather when I was 5. 
My development at a young age was nothing special. I 
practiced with my brothers. There were 10 in the 
family; 6 boys and 4 girls. We grew up in Manila. 
They gave me practice. We were lacking in chess 
tournaments for kids. I only became reasonably good 
when I was 13 or 14 and started reading chess books. I 
had no coach or trainer. 


BW: Are your brothers or sisters strong players? 


ET: My other brothers are quite strong. One of them 
became a National Master. He played on the Philip- 
pine Olympiad Team with me in 1978 at the Buenos 
Aires Chess Olympiad. 


BW: What were some of your tournament successes? 


ET: I became Philippine National Junior Champion 
when I was 16 (1968). I represented the country when 
I was 17 in the World Junior Chess Championship in 
Sweden in 1969. I won the Group B section. This was 
the year Karpov. won the World Junior Championship 
and became an International Master. Afterwards, I 
became National Champion of the Philippines at the 
age of 18. I became Asian Champion at the age of 20. 
That was held in Hong Kong in 1972 and that’s when 
I became an International Master. In 1974 I became an 
International Grandmaster as a result of my perform- 
ance at the 1974 Chess Olympiad in Nice, France. 
There, I gained a silver medal for board 1, behind 
Karpov. Before that, my first GM norm came in 
Malaga, Spain when I tied for first in a Grandmaster 
tournament there. 


BW: What's been your most memorable achievement 
so far? 
ЕТ: І was the first to become а Grandmaster in Asia. 


That is one achievement nobody can take that away 
from me. But my most memorable achievement was 


when I won the 1976 Marlboro King's Championship. | 
I defeated Karpov, Walter Browne, and Ljubomir 

Ljubojevic and also drew them in a double round | 
robin. I scored 4 1/2 out of 6 games. I was happy with | 
that. In 1982 I won the Toluca Interzonal in Mexico. | 


BW: You then qualified for the Candidates Maich. 


ET: That's right. That was also the first time an Asian 
became a Candidate. I then played Zoltan Ribliand — 
lost. After that I had some heartbreaking losses in the | 
last part of some major tournaments. I failed to make 

it to the Candidates after that. For example, in Biel, | 
Switzerland in 1985 I was leading with 3 rounds to go. 
I then scored a draw with Yasser Seirawan then lost? 
games. I needed only one point out of the last three 
games and I failed. I did not make it to the top 4. That 
also happened in the 1987 Interzonal. I was only a half 
point behind in qualifying. Chess is like that. 


пої = iim 


BW: You still play for the Philippine Olympiad team? 


ET: Yes, I still play board 1 for the Philippine 
National Chess Olympic team. I have been a member | 
of the Olympiad team since 1970, starting in Siegen 

on board 2. In 1972 in Skopje, Yugoslavia I played | 
board 1 and still play board 1 today. | 


BW: To what do you attribute your strong chess 
ability? | 
ET: Itis a combination of opening preparation, lots of | 
work and study, some natural talent and good 
memory. You must have the dedication for chess. 
Everyone has talent, it is just a question of how early 
that talent has been nourished. Discipline and reading 
chess books is important. What I missed was a chess 
coach, especially in my development stage. This is 
important, not only for the theoretical point of view, | 
but for the psychological point of view. [hadtoleam | 
the wisdom of chess the hard way. We are not as 
systematic in the Philippines as in the Soviet Union. | | 
am blessed from the fact that I came from a chess- | 
playing family which contributed to a chess atmos- 
phere. The chess program in the Philippines is not that | 
great. | 


BW: Did you have sponsors to help you in chess? 


ET: lt was my Federation's obligation when I won 
the Philippine Junior Championship and represented 
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by Bill Wall 


the country. Sometimes it was hard times. Sometimes 
the Federation did not have the money. Somehow, it 
worked out. 


BW: Do you like all the travel and do you still enjoy 
chess? 


ET: Chess has now become more of a profession. It 
becomes work now that I have become a family man. 
In younger times it was more fun. I am still involved 
in the game. I will be involved for a long time yet 
because I am very much impressed by players like 
Smyslov, Korchnoi, Najdorf, and some of the older 
generation. They have shown that as long as you keep 
yourself in good shape and in good form, you can play 
excellent chess in spite of your age. Besides, I have 
been involved in chess for almost my whole life and 
don't see myself getting out of it. Maybe in the future 
when I am not competitive enough, I will still get 
involved in chess promotion or chess development of 
our young players. It has been my dream that a 
Filipino would make it to the very top of chess. If I 
could only reach so much I hope I could be of help to 
another Filipino to reach even greater heights. 


BW: How is chess in the Philippines today? 


ET: It is not like it used to be. We have experienced 
some national problems. We are still recovering from 
this. Chess really sky-rocketed during the Fischer era. 
Now, after the Revolution, we don't have Grandmas- 
ler tournaments anymore. When Campomanes became 
President of FIDE, it was a loss for Philippine chess. 
His time and effort is concentrated on world chess. We 
used to have Grandmaster tournaments every year 
from 1973 until 1982. After that, no more. 1982 was 
when Campomames was elected to FIDE. 


BW: Do you see any problems between FIDE and 
Grandmasters Association (GMA)? 


ET: There have been problems, but I think the 
problems emanate from the President of GMA 

himself, Kasparov. I think it is obvious because even 
his other members are withdrawing or not so happy. 
They are still members but not so much involved 
anymore, such as Jan Timman withdrawing his Vice 
Presidency. If not for this, I was really happy with the 
GMA organization. The GMA was giving competition 
in the organization of tournaments with FIDE. Compe- 


tition is sometimes healthy as long as it is done in 
good faith. But this wasn’t being done. For example, a 
GMA tournament was being held in Yugoslavia at the 
same time FIDE was holding a World Action 
toumament in Mexico. This was very unpleasant for 
us professionals. On my part, I wanted to play in both 
events. The ones suffering are the Grandmasters, the 
professionals themselves. 


BW: What is you view on Action Chess? 


ET: lihink it is good for chess in general, especially 
for deviation from very serious and long period of 
chess playing in regular chess. 


BW: Would you prefer seeing a different rating 
system for Action Chess? 


ET: Yes. It should be split. They can also split blitz 
chess into its own rating system. Why not? Normally 
the strong players are also good in blitz and action 
chess. But there are some who are REALLY good. 
They may not be as strong in serious chess but are 
really quick in blitz chess. 


BW: Any comments on Bobby Fischer? 


ЕТ: | think he is still raring to play. He is ready. It is 
only a question of if such an event will come along to 
bring him out. 
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World Open 
continued from p.3 


Marino Alejandro Cid of Argentina 
won $5000 as best 2300-2399. 
Dennis Strenwilk of Maryland and 
Miguel Salomon of Florida were 
best U2300, each winning $4000. 


U.C. Berkeley student FM David 
Glueck finished with a mediocre 5 
1/2-4 1/2 after his hopes for an IM 
norm were dashed by GMs Ron 
Henley and Nick deFirmian. A 
similar fate befell NM Peter Yu 
who missed a FIDE rating by losing 
in the last round and finishing 4 1/ 
2-5 1/2. 


Other Northern Californians in the 
Open section included GM deFir- 
mian and IM Igor Ivanov each at 6 
1/2, and NM Greg Kotlyar of 
Stanford who finished with 5 
points. In the U2200 section was 
Leonardo Moguel with 4 1/2-3 1/2, 
in U2100 was Maroth deMarothy at 
4 1/2, and U.C. Berkeley Sopho- 
more John Alioto won $637.50 for 
six points in the U2000 section. 


Lower section winners included: 
U2200 Boris Zivotov and Karl 
Schleinkofer (7, $4000), U2100 
Vitaliano Rafael (7, $5000), U2000 
Al Ruehmann and Keith Saints (7, 
$4000), U1900 Antonio Angel, 
Scott Roods, Jason Ochoa, Anatoly 
Nahumovich, Samuil Lapushner (6 
1/2, $2650), U1800 Ivan Roa of 
Berkeley (7, $5000), U1700 Brian 
Floyd (7 1/2, $5000), U1600 
William Conlogue (7, $5000), 
U1500 Robert Fierstein (7 1/2, 
$3000), U1400 Ronald Amirante (6 
1/2, $2000). 


A total of 1130 players competed, 
150 less than in 1988, causing the 
tournament to lose money. None- 
theless, toumament organizer Bill 
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Goichberg did a good job of 
pleasing all the players. 

White: GM Joel Benjamin (2688) 
Black: IM Michael Brooks (2620) 


1989 World Open, Philadelphia 
Ruy Lopez 


- 7 e 7 
Bb3 0-0 8. a4 
If 8. d3 d6 9. c3 and BCO evaluates 
the position as equal. 
8, b4 9, d3 
The main line is 9. d4 d6 10. de de 
11. Nbd2 Bg4 12. h3 Bxf3 13. Qxf3 


Nd4 14. Qg3 Nd7 15. Nf3 Nxb3 
16. cb +=, Westerinen-Ivkov, 1970. 


9, ...d6 10, Nbd2 NaS 

Keres gave 10. ...Rb8 11. Nc4 Be6 
12. c3 Nd7 13. Be3 bc 14. bc as 
equalizing for Black. 


11. Ba2 Be6 12. Bxe6 fe6 13. d4 
ed4 14. Nxd4 Od7 df3 c 
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Blac ooks at least equal now | 
because of the pawn structure. 


7 

Bd6 21. Re6 Ra e 
Of course not 22. Rxd6? Rel 
winning the Queen. 

.Кхеб 6 Ке 
After 25. ... Rc8 24. Rd1 Be7 (to 
prevent 25. Bg5) 25. Rcl (to 
prevent 25. ...c4!) М47 26. К41 
Nf6 and both players can go home 








with empty pockets. 24.... d4 is 
bad because of 25. Qc4! threatening 
both the d-pawn and a deadly 
discover check winning the Black 
Queen. Brooks plays correctly by 
sacraficing his pawns for a 
dangerous initiative thereby 
keeping his winning chances alive. 


7 e3+ 28. Oxe3 
Rxe3 29. Rdl Kf7 


The immediate capture 29. ...Rxb3 
loses the initiative to 30. Rxd5. 
Now both players begin a series of 
pawn captures to eliminate any 
possible losing chances. 


30. Кхӣ5 Ke6 31. Rg5 Rxb3 
32. Rxg7 Rxb2 33. Nxb4 Rxb4 
34. Rxh7 Rxa4 1/2-1/2 

Either side may now sacrifice to 
reach a theoretical draw. 


White: Kevin Gentes (2365) 


Black: Peter Yu (2226) 
King's Indian 
1. 44 М/6 2. c4 g6 3. Nc3 Bg7 4. e4 
d6 0-0 6. Be2 e5 7. d5 a5 
8. Bg5 h6 9. Bh4 g5 
Better is 9. ...Na6 10. Nd2 Qe8 11. 


0-0 Bd7 12. b3 Nh7 13. f3 h5 

14. a3 Bh6 15. Bf2 Qe7 16. Qc2 h4 
17. Rfd1 f5 18. Rabl Qg5 19. b4 
ab4 20. ab4 Nf6 with an equal 
game (ECO) as in Petrosian-Stejn 
1967. 


10. Bg Nh5 11. h4! Ng3 12. fg $4 
13, Nh2?! 
White is slightly better after 
13. Nd2 h5 14. 0-0 Bh6 15. Bd3, 
the text is only equal. 

4 a6 №5 
16. Bc2 Bh6 17. 0-0 


White's plan is to prevent Black's 
...fS while slowly maneuvering his 
pieces for a break on the Queen- 
side. Black must somehow exploit 
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World Open 
continued from p. 14 


White's awkward Nh2 before this 
happens. 


0. d7 ad8 


Qu? 23. b4 
Well, it looks like White's getting 

in his thematic Queenside play 
without Black having the traditional 
Kingside attack. But Black has a 
r-- front in this position: the 





15 
25. ...Qd4! 


This move randomizes the position 
and suddenly Black may be getting 
the upper hand. If now 26. ba Qxc3 
27. Rb3 Qd4 and White's a6 pawn 
is lost. 


26. Qe] Nc5 27, bc Bc6 


Black now has excellent piece 
placement and is threatening to win 
the c4 pawn. 


28. Nd5! Bxd5 29. Rd1 


continued p. 17 


[7th Annual Reno Open Chess Tournament | i 


| October 6, 7 & 8, 1989 

| Three tournaments in one weekend! Plus GM Larry Evans--Free Lecture on 
і Bobby Fischer (Thursday, October 5, 7-8:30 PM) 

| at the Sundowner Hotel/Casino 

| 450 North Arlington Avenue, Reno NV 89503 

|: Main Tournament: 6 Round Swiss, 5 sections, October 6, 7, & 8 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


2: WBCA Blitz October 5, 8:30 PM 
3: Action Chess, October 8, 11 AM 


Main Tournament $3600 Guaranteed 
FIDE Rated, 40 USCF Grand Prix Points 
Unrated Players Free Entry. 
| Masters who pre-register, play all six rounds, and win no prize get EF refund! 


IPrizes: Open $1000-500-300-200, U2200 400-100 U2100 300-100 
[4 300-100, B 250-100, С 200-100, D/Under 150-75, 1st Unrated 2 years USCF 


Membership 


Entry Fees (received by October 1) Open 55, A 50, B 45, C 40, D/under 35. 
| 
| After Oct. 1 and at site before 11 AM $10 more. At site after 11 AM $20 more. 


| Half-point bye is available for pre-registrants in Round 1, 7:30 PM start available 


| for Round 2. Rounds 12-6:30; 10-4:30; 9-3:30 


| Advance Entries to Jerome Weikel (Senior TD), 3905 Peregrine Circle, Reno, NV 


189506, 702/329-0711. 


| ROOMS at the Sundowner $50 per night (800/648-5490, reserve by September 
і 15), also the Easy 8 Motel (702/322-4588)--mention "Chess"! 


L paid advertisement 


‚з кип шип киш каш пип кп тыз киш пип пип шїп пиз пиш UND SNS GNG UNS GED UND OND NIN GNA ип пин шин шип каш кш таш жай 
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Lose 
continued from p. 11 


7. Bb3 b5 8. Be3 Bb7 

...Ь4 followed by snatching the e- 
pawn is always dangerous for 
Black in the Najdorf Sozin e.g. 

8. ...b4 9. Na4 Nxe4 10. Nb6!? 
Qxb6 11. Nxe6 Qxe3+ 12. fxe3 
fxe6 13. Qf3 d5 14. Bxd5 exd5 
15. Qh5+ Velimirovic. 


9, f4 Nbd7 

And now 9. ...b4 10. Na4 Nxe4 
11. 0-0. 

10, 0-0 b4 

On 10. ...Rc8, Velimirovic has 


improved on 11. £5?! (Velimirovic- 
Portisch, Szirak 1987) by 11. Qe2 
(Velimirovic-Gutman, Metz 1988) 
and also suggested 11. a4!?. After 
the text-move, Velimirovic gets the 
attacking game he craves for. 


11, Ча4 Вхе4 

1. ...Nxe4 also leaves White 
plenty of compensation e.g. 12. f5 
e5 13. Qh5 Qe7 14. Ne6 Nef6 


15. Qh4 fxe6 16. fxe6 Nb8 17. Bg5. 


f5e ! fxe 
Nb8 
On 14. ...Nc5, Velimirovic offers 
15. Rxf6. 
15. Nb6 Be7 


15. ...Ка7 16. Ва4+ Всб 17. №5 
Nxd5 18. Bxc6+ Nxc6 19. Qxd5 
Rc7 20. Bb6 - Velimirovic. 


16. Ba44- Bc6? 
Now it's all over. 16. ... 
the last try. 


7. аб 


Kf8 was 


8. Bb6 
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Or 19. ...gxf6 20. Qh5+; 
19. ...Bxf6 20. Qxd6. 


20, Rel Bxf6 21. Rxc2 Ob7 
22. Qxd6 Be7 23, Nc7+ KES 
2А. КЇ2+ 1-0 

White: Maya Chiburdanidze 

Black: Eugenio Torre 
Biel 1988 
Ruy Lopez 

1, е4 e5 2. N[23 Nc6 2. Bb5 Nf6 
4. d3 
Selecting a quiet, unambitious line 
that is ultimately responsible for 
her defeat. See Benjamin-Torre in 
the August issue of Chess Life for 
an example of play after 4. 0-0. 


4 7 d 


10. Bxd4 exd4 11. Bxd7+ Bxd7 

12. Nxf6+ Qxf6 13. 0-0 with a plus 
for Black - Torre. 

10, ...exd4 11. Nxf6+ Oxf6 

12. Bc] Nc5 13. b4 a6 14, Ba4 

14. bxc5 axb5 15. cxb5 dxc5 is 
uninviting but gives White a chance 
to catch up in development. 


14, ...Nxa4 15, Oxa4 Og6 16, 94 
16. g3 meets with the same reply. 
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16, ...f5! 17, Bb2 
Maya tries to keep the position 
closed. 





Веб 0-1 
A pawn down with a miserable 
position, the World Champion has 
had enough. 
White: Gary Kasparov 
Black: Vasili Ivanchuk 
USSR Ch. 1988 
English Opening 


7 C ex 


The prelude to one of the most 
eagerly awaited TN's of the year. 
In the 2nd game of their most 
recent match, Karpov scored a 
memorable victory with 9. ...e3!? 
against Kasparov. 


10, Nxf3 d5 
The “book” move. Karpov, 
suspicious of Kasparov’s willing- 
ness to enter this line, varied with 
0. ...Qe7? in the 4th game but was 
in trouble after 11. e3 Ne5 12. Nd4! 
Nd3 13. Ое2 Мхсі 14. Кахсі 46 
15. Rf4!. Kasparov's intentions 
after 10. ...d5 remained 
unanswered until this game. 


11, d4! 


A typically dynamic Kasparov 
treatment. The books consider 11. 
cxd5 Qxd5 12. Nd4 Qh5 13. Nxc6 
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continued from p. 17 


bxc6 14. e3 Bg4 equal but double- 
edged e.g. 15. Qa4 Bxe2 
16. Rxf6!?. 


]1L....Ne4 

On 11. ...dxc4 both 12. Bg5 and 
12. Nh4 with an eventual e4 are 
good. 


12. Oc2 dxc4 
White activates his centre after 
12. ...Be6 13. cxd5 Bxd5 14. c4. 


|3. Rb] f5? 
Allowing another knockout punch. 
13. ...Qe7 or 13. ...h6. 


World Open 


continued from p. 15 





Black stands slightly better after 
29. cd a4 30. Rd1 Qc4 31. Ne3 
Bxe3 32. Qxe3 Kg7. 


29. ...Qc4 30. ed Kg7 31, Ne3 

If White grabs the pawn 31. Qxa5 
Black can still remain ahead with 
31. ... Ra8 32. Qb4 Qa2 33. a4 
Rfb8! -+ (not 33. ...Nxa4?? 

34. Qb7+! +-). 


31. ...Bxxe . Охе 
33. Bb] Qb3 34. Qxb3 Nxb3 


Black has a winning endgame 
because of his extra pawn and 
superior minor piece. 


39. Rb2 Rb8 36. Ba2 Nc5 37. Rdb] 
Rxb2 38. Rxb2 f5 


A39...f4 40. gf Rxf4 and 41. ... g3 
or if 41. g3 then Rf3. Now it's just 
amatter of technique. 


32. Ke] Kf6 40, RbS a4 41, Bc4 
Rc8 42. Rb4 Rc7 43. Resign 0-1 
Perhaps a bit premature, but Black 
was not planning on blundering. 
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4! Qe7 7. Bd5-- Kh8 18. Oxe2 Rxe 
14. ...fxg4 15. Nxe5 Nxe5 . Bf4 Nd8 20. Rbel! 
(15. ...Nf6 16. Nxc4) 16. Bxe4 Exchanging Black’s only active 


Ng6 17. Bxg6 hxg6 18. Qxg6 with piece. 
threats of Rf7/Bh6. 14. ... Nd6 

15. Ng5 h6 16. Bd5-- Kh8 17. Nf7+ 
Nxf7 18. Bxf7 Rf8 19. Bxc4 fxg4 
20. Ba3!. 14. ...g6 15. Bf4 fxg4 

16. Ne5. 


15. gxf5 Nd6? 

15. ...Bxf5 is better but both 
16. Ne5 or 16. Ng5 leave White 
with an annoying initiative. 

16. Ng5! Qxe2 

16. ...h6 17. BdS« Kh8 18. f6! 
gxf6 19. Rxf6 hxg5 20. Rh6+. 





White: John Brooke (1886) 
Black: G. Strayer (2387) 
Anaheim, Labate’s 1989 

Grünfeld Defense 





The final point is 24. ...Bxd5 
25. Re8+ Bg8 26. f7 Nxf7 

27. Nxf7#. A fitting game to end 
with. Kasparov’s games often 
feature such “maximalism”, 
especially as White. 






Finally, some advice on how to 
avoid being the victim of a 
miniature. Follow the basics 
outlined in any beginner's book!. 
Don't neglect the centre. Don't fall 
behind in development. Remember 
that a slip is usually more fatal for 
Black than White. Watch out for 
the safety of your King. Strive for 
the initiative yourself. In a 
complicated position, do spend the 
necessary time calculating 
variations. Failure to do so may 
lead to a speedy defeat. Last, but 
not least, many of the games 
presented were resigned at the ap- 
propriate level for a GM. If your 
opponent is a lesser mortal, it may 
be worth playing till the bitter end. 






White usually castles here, but this 
innovation tries to punish Black's 
less dynamic set-up. 

9. ...Bb7 10. f3 Nc6 11. Rc1 Od7 
12. g4 €6 13. Ng3 Rfd8 

13.... Rad8 was better. 

14.14 Ча5 15, В43 с5 16. Че2 Nc6 


Perhaps 16. ...a6!? 17. ...Nc6 is 
better. 











While this takes away White’s im- 
mediate threats, it gives up the ten- 
sion and solidifies White’s center. 
І 79 
Black's only move, however 
White's attack soon proves to be 
decisive. 
. Qh6 Od7 26. 7. Nxg6 ed 
28. Nxf8 Oc7 29. gf 0-1 (Brooke) 
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Valvo 


continued from p. 5 
(a) 21. Kf1l Re4 
(b) 21. Kf2 Nc3 


(c) 21. Kdl or 21. Kd2 then 
21. ...Ne3 


(d) 21. Nb5 Bxb5! 22. cb 
Nc3 23. Bc4 Bd4!! 


(e) 21.Bb2 £3! (21. ...Rab8? 
22. 0-0-0!) 22. gf Bxd4 23. Bxd4 
Nf4 


19. Od4 Oxd4 
I am impressed that the computer 
didn’t go for the 19. Qd5 line. 


d4 Bc5! 
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This was not an easy move to see, 
and I had to consider it before 
playing 14. ...Ba6. 20. . ..Nc3?! is 


interesting, but it just doesn’t work. 


After the text however, it becomes 
a threat. 


I now expect DT to play 21. Kdl. 
My analysis continues 21. ...Ne3+ 
22. Bxe3 Rxe3 23. Nc2 Rd8+ 

24. Kel Red3! 25. Rf1! (25. Nb4 
Rxa3 26. Nxa6 Rxa6 with the dual 
threat of 27. ...Bd4 and 

27. ...Rae6. Or 25. Nxf4 Rd2! 
threatening Bf2+ and then Bd4) g5 
(26. h4 h6 27. hg hg 28. Rhl, 
unclear.] 

I suspect this is the line we will 
play because it is still unclear, and 
DT gets to cling to his material. It 
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seems like this positional sacrifice 
is going to run 20. moves before I 
get my piece (or the equivalent) 
back! 


21. Kd2 Ne3 
Of all the White choices at this 
point, this is the one I spent the 
least amount of time on. By the 
way, 21. Bb2 is better than I had 
thought: My 21. ...f3 is met simply 
by 22. cd. [An interesting continu- 
ation is: 21. Bb2 f3 22. cd Rab8 
23. Bc3 Bxd4 24. Bxd4 Rxe2+ 
25. Kd1 Rxa2 26. Rxa2 Rb1+ 
21. Kd2 Rxh1 28. d6! with at least 
equality.] 
My original analysis of the piece 
sacrifice ended after 21. Kd2 Ne3. I 
couldn't find a viable plan for 
White (not that computers operate 
using plans!). I suppose 22. Bb2 
Rad8 23. Kcl Nxg2 (or 
23. ...Bb7!) 24. Rdl is one plan. If 
so, I will always have the idea 
...f3! in reserve.I am not sure what 
DT's intent is. Maybe 23. Kc3!? In 


any case, I will play some combina- 


tion of ...Rad8, ...Bb7, ...Nxg2 


and ...f3. 


[I still think 21. Kd1 was best for 
White.] 


22, Kc2 

White has just upped the stakes in 
this game by using the King as an 
active piece. DT now threatens 

23. Nxf4, and is apparently willing 
to give up the exchange: 22. ...Bb7 
23. Nxf4 Bxd4 24. Kxd4 Nc24 

25. Kc3 Nxal 26. Bd2. This line 
illustrates White's chances — with 
Nxf4, DT will threaten to play Nd5 
and seal off the Black attack. 


22. ...Rac8 
If now 23. Nxf4, Black has three 


main continuations: (a) 
93. ...Bxd4+ 24. Kxd4 Nc2+ 





25. Kc3 Nxal 26. Kb2! (26. Bd2?! 
Bxc4 27. Bxc4 Re4!) Bxc4 

27. Bxc4 Rxc4 28. Kxal and 
although the material is roughly 
even, Black has very active Rooks. 
(b) 23. ...Bxc4!? 24. Bxc4 Bb6 25. 
МЕЗ Ехс4-- ап4 White is clearly OK 
and (c) 23. ...Nxc4! 24. Bxc4 Bb6 
25. Nc2 Bxc4 with a very strong 
attack. [After the game GM Ron 
Henley thought the 23. Nf4 Re4! 
would be adequate for Black.] 


If White plays 23. Bb2, then 
...Nxg2 24. Rhfl Red8 and 
25. ...Bb7. 


Deep Thought Team: taking the f4 
pawn isn't viable according to DT. 
Ndf3 was considered, and found to 
be slightly worse than Bb2. 
(Chiptest would reverse this 
evaluation). 


After either 24. Nfe2 or 24. Nde2, 
24. ...Nc4! and the White King is 
caught in a deadly cross fire. 


DT’s next move might have been a 
“fingerfehler”, a genuine over-the- 
board blunder. The Deep Thought 

operator mentioned on the next 
move something about sending off 
the 23rd move too quickly when he 
sent Deep Thought’s 24th. 
Apparently, the machine was still 
considering the 23rd and he 
misread the information. I offered 
to let DT retry the 23rd, AFTER 
SENDING MY RESPONSE TO 
THE 23rd MOVE, but the DT 
Team declined. 


Deep Thought Team: A software 
change to DT proved to be faulty. 
Analyzing for about 10. hours, it 
had managed to search only 

10. plies plus some new extensions 
of (as yet) unknown utility. The 
operator interpreted Chiptest's 
scores wrong and sent out 23. Bb2 
too soon. 
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Valvo 
continued from p. 18 


The Deep Thought Team regarded 
73, ...Bb6 as a crushing response to 
23.ВЬ2. 


My choice of 23. ...Ng2 may have 
encouraged them NOT to replay the 
game from DT's 23rd. 


[t is interesting that the computer 
considers Bb6 best. My view is that 
the c4 situation isn't going to go 
away and I can come back with 

Ne3 and bug DT again. What is he 
going to do in the meantime? [My 
human spirit also cried out for some 
tangible compensation for the piece 
| gave up seven moves earlier. I 
didn't give enough weight to the 

23. ...Bb6 and 24. ...Ba5- idea. I 
did see that 13. ... Nxg2 would 
maintain an edge in initiative and 
recoup some material. ] 

[wonder what DT would have 
played instead of Bb2. I rated Nxf4 
as best, and Nf3 as second. From 
earlier messages it seems that DT 
rejected Nxf4 and would have 

played Nf3. I am just as glad as DT 
that 23. Nxf4 wasn’t played, as that 
line was too complex for my little 
mind to handle. My concern was 

ihe likely exchange of pieces, since 
| would prefer to maintain the 
tension, as we seem to be doing 

now. 


Actually, I would have preferred to 
go back and continue with the 23rd 
move DT really had in mind. (Yes! 
Let the computer take back its 
move!) The current position is silly 
lo play as DT can barely move. 


Deep Thought Team: We think that 
continuing with 23. ...Nxg2 is 

more reasonable. It isn’t clear what 
DT's move would have been 
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without software problems; the 
23. Nxf4 line might have been it. 


Back to the game. The focus of 
attention over the last few moves 
has been interesting. The flight of 
the White King to c3 has caused 
Black to become interested in a 
direct assault on the King by 
concentrating on the c4-Pawn. Now 
that White has bolstered his center 
with Bb2, Black shifts back to the 
King side. The human views this 
position as followings: DT can do 
nothing anyway, so let me take my 
time and grab everything I can 
before making large structural 
changes. 


White now has to deal with the 
positional threat of f3, so I expect 
the next moves to be 24. Rhf1 Bb7! 
maintaining the pressure and 
indirectly protecting the f-Pawn. 
Or, I can answer 24. Rhf1 with 
...Ne3! The f4 Pawn is too 
dangerous to capture (for example, 
25. ...Bd6). 


24. КаП Кс48 


It was difficult to decide upon this 
move. I considered three candidate 
moves: (A) 24. ...Ne3, (B) 

24. ...Rcd8 and (C) 24. ...Bb7. I 
spent a lot of time on the first 
candidate, 24. ...Ne3, because it 
was my original intent against 

24. Rhf1. While I think Black 
retains a small edge after this try, I 
could not establish anything 
conclusive. I discarded the third 
candidate, 24. ...Bb7, as not having 
any independent significance. I 
ended up choosing the second 
candidate, 24. ...Rcd8, not only 
because I was unable to find any 
adequate replies to it, but also 
because it “feels right!” Program 
that into a computer! 


continued p. 20 
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(A) 24. ...Ne3 25. Rxf4 


1) 25. ... Nd5+!? 26. cd Bxd4 
27. Kxd4 Rxe2 28. Rb1. I origi- 
nally thought that between ideas 
like Rb8 and Rcc2 and the exposure 
of the White King that something 
was there, but... 


a) 28. ... Rb8 29. Re4 


b) 28. ...Rd2+ 29. Ke5! (also 
good is 29. Ke3 Rd3+ 30. Kf2 
Rc2+ 31. Kel! [31. Kg1?? Rd2 
either mates or wins a piece] and I 
was unable to demonstrate 
anything) Bd3 30. Rb4 ВхЬ1 
31. Bxbl1 Rxh2 unclear. 


2) 25. ...Bd6 26. Rf2 
(26. Rh4?!) Nc4 27. Bxc4 Rxc4 
28. Kb3 (28. Kd2 Rb8) Rb84 
29. Ka2 BeS 30. Rb1! (not 
30. Bal?? Rc2 31. Nxc2 Bc4 mate 
or 30. Rd1? Rc2! Also, 30. Bc3 
Bd4 drops a piece). 
(B) 24. ... Rcd8 

1) 25. Rhg1 Re3-! 


a) 26. Kd2 f3 27. Rxf3 
(27. Rxg2!? fe!) Rxf3 28. Rxg2 
Bxa3 29. Bc3 Bb?! and White is all 
tied up again, but this time he has 
no material compensation. 


b) 26. Kc2 Bb7 27. Rxg2 
Bxg2 28. Rxf4 Be4+ 29. Kd2 
(29. Kc1?? Rxe2!) Rd3+ 30. Kel 
Bxd4 31. Bxd4 R3xd4 32. Nxd4 
Rxd4 33. Bb1 f5 and Black is up a 
Pawn. 
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continued from p. 19 
2) 25. Bc1 Bb7 26. Nb3 Bb6! 
27. Nxf4 Ne3! 28. Bxe3 Rxe3+ 


a) 29. Kb4 Bc6! threatening 
a5. For example: 30. Nd5 a5+! 
31. Мха5 Вха5 32. Кха5 Вх45 
33. cd Rxa3 recovering the piece. 


b) 29. Kb2 Bxhi 30. Rxh1 
Bc7 31. Rf1 (31. Nd5 Re2 32. Kb1 
Be5 or 32. Kc1 Rxd5) Be5 32. Kb1 
Rb8 or 32. Kc2 Rc3 33. Kbl Rb8. 


24. ...Rcd8 is more in keeping with 
the spirit of this game anyway! 

4. ...g5!? is also worth consider- 
ing, but I like the played move best. 


25. Rhgl Re3+ 

I am beginning to feel more 
confortable now because I sense 
some material coming my way. It is 
nice and fine to have a big attack, 
but you need to cash in SOME 
time! As I mentioned, DT must 
now choose between Kd2 and Kc2 
(see the lines above). 


26, К42 f3 

White must now return some of his 
booty: 27. Rxf3 Rxf3 28. Rxg2 
Bb7! (28. ...Bxa3? 29. Kc2! 
unpinning and winning back 
material) 29. Kel Re3! Care must 
be taken to watch White’s b2 
Bishop and g-file Rook,because 
they are eyeing the g7 square. 
Captures at g7, including temporary 
Rook sacrifices there are omnipres- 
ent. 


21. RADO RAD 

After DT plays Rxg2, material will 
be even. I plan simply to play 

28. Rxg2 Bb7 (28. ...Rh3!?) and 
wait for White to self destruct: 29 
Rg3 Bd4! to see how DT recaptures 
(30. Nxd4 Rf2 or 30. Bxd4 Rxd4). 
If 29. Ke1 Re3! (29. ... Rd3?! 





California Chess Journal 
30. Rxg7+!). 


28. Rxg2 Rh3! 

I wanted to play 28. ...Bb7 until the 
eleventh hour, but I couldn’t make 
it work. I looked at 28. ...Bb7 

29. Rg3 Bxd4 (29. ...Rf2!? 30. Ke1 
Bxd4 31. Bxd4 Rxe2-+) 30. Bxd4 
Rxg3 31. hxg Bf3 32. Ng1 Rxd4+ 
33. Ke3 Rd1 34. Nxf3 Ra1 35. Bb3 
Ra3 36. Nd2 a5 37. Kd4 a4 38. Bd1 
Rxg3 39. Ba4 Kf8. But 29. Ke1! 
Rh3 (29. ...Re3 30. Rg3) 30. Rg3 
Rxh2 (30. ...Bxd4?! 31. Rxh3! 
Bxb2 32. Rb3+-) 31. Rxg7+ Kxg7 
32. Nf3+ (32. Ne6+ Kg8 33. Nxd8 
Bf3-+) Kg8 33. Nxh2 is unclear. 


Also inadequate is 28. ...Bxa3? 

29. Kc2! unpinning. [29. ...Rh3 
30. Nf4 Rh4 31. Rxg7+ Kxg7 

32. Nf5+ Kg8 33. Nxh4 Bxb2 

34. Kxb2 Rd2+ 35.Ka3 Rxh2 

36. NfS Rf2 37. Nd5 and if 
anything, White is for choice.] 

28. ...Rh3 is designed to avoid 
problems and stablize the White 
counterplay potential. For example: 
29. Kel g6! (29. ...Bb7 30. Rg3 
Rh2 31. Rg7 Kg7 32. Nf3) and the 
pieces stay on the board. The White 
counterplay is over and the 
awkwardness of his pieces will 
soon become apparent. 


29. Kc1 g6 

This ends all the White tricks. Sure, 
I might be winning a pawn with 

29. ...Bxa3, but will I win because 
I net such a pawn? Will I Queen my 
a-pawn? By ignoring it for one 
more move (the threat is stronger 
than the execution), I let DT worry 
about it. Bb7 will also be a tough 
move to meet. I am in no rush. 


White’s pieces are all awkwardly 
placed and every pawn (he hasn't 
many!) is weak. I see nothing 
constructive for him to do. 





It is odd that DT achieved passive 
positions in both games. This game 
was interesting in that I could not 
break DT tactically — it met every 
threat. However, its position has 
lost its structural integrity; it will 
now collapse of its own dead 
weight. I will take the time to 
reorganize my pieces slightly and] 
am sure something good will 
happen. 

Such are the musings of a ‘mere’ 
human. 
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Something rather incredible is 
happening in this game. In short, 
White is running out of waiting 
moves and Zugzwang looms just 
around the corner. The unusual part 
is the fact we are still in a middle- 
game where first glance doesn't 
even remotely suggest this 
possibility! 

Let's see if we can unravel what is 
going on here. After 30. ...Bb7 and 
White's forced 31. Rf2, we have a 
critical position. Black can win 
material with 31. ...Rh4!?, but 
White will get enormous counter- 
play with 32. Kd2 Rhxd4+ 

33. Nxd4 Bxd4 34. Bxd4 Rxd4 
35. Kc3. White’s advanced c-pawn, 
his excellent King position and the 
pressure on the f7 square combine 
to give White more than reasonable 
chances to draw. The try 31. ...Bd6 








32. 
into 
gene 
| pet 
| cut € 


| seen 


poss 


Whi 


posi 
| B 





t is 


ea 


ДАМ 


4 — — 


Valvo 


continued from p. 20 
32. Ng3 Bxg3 33. hg Rxg3 runs 
into nasty things after 34. c5. In 
general, the Black c5 Bishop must 
pretty much remain where it is to 
cut down on the most potent of 
White's counterplay. 31. ...Be4 
seems to yield nothing after 
32. Bb1! and while Black can play 
3). ...Bxb1 33. Kxb1 Rh4 34. Kc2 
Rhxd4 35. Nxd4+ Bxd4 36. Bxd4 
Rxd4 37. Kc3 might grant White 
sufficient counterplay to draw. 


Let’s consider what would happen 
if Black could pass and it were 
White’s move. Neither Knight or 
Rook can move without losing 
something. 32. Bc3 loses to 

32. ... Rc3 and 32. Bal to 

3). ... Ra3 33. Kb2 Rxd4. 32. Kc2 
allows 32..Be4+ and then Rb8 
could be deadly: 33. Kd2 Rb8 
М.Вс3 Кс3!! 35. Kxc3 Bb4+ 
winning easily. 32. Kd1/d2 might 
also be met by 32. ...Be4 as 

33. Bb1 would no longer be 
possible. 


' (While considering all these 


possibilities, it is worth observing 
that the Black Rook might be better 
positioned on b8 than d8 since the 
White Knight can’t move due to the 
ó Bishop pin.) 


: Thisleaves White the move 


possibilities aS and Bbl. 


32. a5 can be dealt with by ‘losing’ 
amove, but 32. Bb] is a problem. 
I32. Bb1 could be dealt with, 

White would be in Zugzwang! 


' Enter the mysterious Bishop move 


Jl. ...Ba8!! This clears the b line 
lor the Rook оп 48 to move to b8 
ind have immediate effect: 

Jl. ...Ba8 32. Bb1 Rb8 33. Bc2 (or 
3). Ba2) Rh4 threatening 
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34. ... Rb2! followed by 35. ... Rd4. 


If after 31. ...Ba8 White plays 

32. a5, then 32. ...h5 maintains the 
Zugzwang. 

I have never seen this kind of 
situation come up in any games I 
have ever played or read about. I 
asked myself, "why not?" I think it 
is because DT is a computer. 
Computers are designed to go down 
hill gradually. Humans lash out in 
desperation. The comments I made 
earlier in the other game about 
counterplay are relevant here, too. 


З. КО Ваё 


Black angles for Zugzwang. DT 
can postpone things with 32. a5, but 
after ...h5 he faces the same 
problems. A critical line seems to 
be 32. a5 һ5 33. ВЬІ Rb8 34. Nf4!? 
Rh4 35. Bd3 Rb2! 36. Rb2 Rf4. If 
DT continues a6 at some point, 
Black could always grab the pawn 
with the Rook with Rd6 or Rb6. 
Kb1 for White was not mentioned 
earlier, but it is no good because 
White is no longer able to react to a 
Black Rd3 with Bbl. 


Black is just trying to determine the 
right time to simplify into a pawn 
up endgame; one where White will 
have insufficient counter chances to 
draw. 


32. Bb] Rb8 


The noose tightens. Black now 
threatens ...Rb4, so the Bishop 
must return to a2. 


33. Ba2 Rd3 


Black threatens 34. ...Rxb2 
followed by 35. ...Rxd4. This 
pretty much forces the White Rook 
to move to f1 or f4. Black then 
intends to step up the pressure with 
34. ...Rd2! Black is getting 
prepared to liquidate into a pawn(s) 
up ending. 
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Black could have also tried 

33. ...Rb4, but that grants White 
some activity with 34. Nf4 or 

34. Ng3. 

34, Rf4 Rd2 

This seems to force a straight pawn 
up endgame for Black: 35. Kxd2 
Rxb2+ 36. Nc2 Rxa2 37. Nc3 Rb2. 
White’s passed c-pawn is not 
enough compensation for the lost 
pawn. In addition, every one of 
White’s pawns are weak. 


35. Kxd2 Rxb2 

Finally Black is going to be a pawn 
up after ...Ra2. The two Bishops 
and the pawn plus must add up to a 
winning position. 


36. Nc2 Rxa2 


After 37. Nc3 Rb2 (37. ...Bb4!?) 
and Black will reorganize his 
pieces in preparation for a King 
side pawn advance. 

37. Nc3 Rb2 

I have nothing new to add. 
Hopefully the rest is a matter of 
technique. I have learned some- 
thing through the experience of 
these two games. Humans can lean 
a lot from computers on how to 
play lost positions. When humans 
see the end coming, they usually 
stake all on some desperate 
counterplay. Korchnoi is an 
exception, BUT the “lost” positions 
he gets to are not really lost! 


Computers bravely hold onto 
everything for as long as possible. 
At the very least, this is disconcert- 
ing to the opponent who expects 
some kind of acknowledgement 
that he is winning. The losing 
human feels obliged to take risks 
(or whatever), and overextends 
himself, and loses. 


28, Rf6 Kg7 


continued p. 22 








Valvo 


continued from p. 21 


White's move looks silly, but it is 
probably some attempt to help 
protect the weak Queen side pawns. 
Black threatened 38. ...Bb4 and 
39. ...Ra2. DT seems willing to go 
through strange contortions to 
prevent a pawn from being lost. 

38. Rf1 and then 39. Ral seems 
much more sensible. If DT is 
planning to follow 38. Rf6 with 

39. Ra6, then ...Bb6! (threatening 
40. ...Bb7) 40. a5 Bgl! 

(40. ...Bc5!? 41. Na4! Bb4+ 

42. Kd3 Ra2 doesn’t seem to lead 
anywhere) 41. h4 Rb3 (42. ...Bf2 
immediately runs into 43. Nd1) and 
something has to go soon. [But in 
this line White does get SOME 
counterplay, possibly better than in 
the actual game.] 


39. КО б 

I had a hard time choosing between 
this and 39. ...Bc6, which at first 
seemed to be a good constraining 
move, and White will lose another 
pawn or two. But I have to get 
around to winning this game 
sometime! The two White Rook 
pawns seem vulnerable, but I won't 
win the game just by winning one 
or both pawns. 

After 39. ...f5, 40. Rel is met by 
40. ...f4!: 41. Re5 f3! 42. Rxc5 f2 
and Black wins both Knights. If 
40. Kd3, Black reorganizes by 

40. ... Rb8. 


40, Nd5 Bxd5 

After 41. cd Rb3 White will have to 
worry about his h-pawn. Black will 
then start moving in on the White 
d-pawn with Kf6. Every White 
pawn is weak and I expect them to 
start falling soon. I can’t even find 
reasonable moves for DT anymore. 





California Chess Journal 


41, cd Rb3 

Everything works for Black in this 
position. 41. ...Bd6 is another good 
alternative. 


42, h4 Kf6 


Black eyes the White d5 pawn and 
takes the sting out of any h5 ideas 
(...g5!). Also good was 42. ...Rh3 
43. Rf4 Kf6 44. Rc4 Bb6. The 
difference between the two is Black 
allows h5 in the line I played and 
45. ...Rh3 does not. But 45. ...Kf6 
gets down to the business of 
winning faster as the goal is to 
either snap off White's d5 pawn or 
get those King side pawns moving. 
Either way, White is helpless. 


43, Re1 R2 


White in nearly without moves. A 
probable continuation is now 

44. Re64- Kf7 45. Rc6 Bb6 46. Кс4 
Kf6! and the d5 pawn is a dead 
duck. Black has everything: the 
Black Bishop dominates the White 
Knight, every White pawn is weak, 
Black has better King placement. 
White only has some temporary 
initiative and a passed d-pawn. 

In this line however, I’m wondering 
if White can generate some active 
play after 45. a5!? Rxh4 46. Rc6. 
For example :46. ...Bb4 47. Nxb4 
Rxb4 48. Rc7+ Kf6. It still looks 
like it will wind down to a R+2 
(connected) vs. R+1 which is a 
clear win: 49. Rxh7 Rd4+ 50. Ke3 
Rxd5 51. Rxa7. I bet the the 
computer will be happy to be ‘only’ 
one pawn down. 


44, Re6+ Kf7 

Nothing new to add; the White h- 
pawn goes soon and the d-pawn 
looks shaky. 


45, a5 Rxh4 


White controls the b6 square so that 
Rc6 cannot be met by Bb6. 


However, after 45. ...Rh4 46. Rc6 
Bgl and the White d-pawn is a 
tower of weakness as well as 
strength. The sample "active play" 
line given above leads to a known 
win for Black after 51. Rxa7. 

46. Rc6 Bb4 

I bow to human frailities: I see the 
win and I want to simplify toward 
it. The computer should be happy: 
he will win a pawn in the process, 
Computers probably won't do this 
until they have end games built in 
and they, too, see the win. 


47, Nxb4 Rxb4 


It is safe to say play will continue 
with 48. Rc7+ and so on as 
indicated above. Even if White can 
get his pawn to a7 and Rook to a8, 
Black just keeps his Rook on the a- 
line and puts his King on g7. Finis. 
A human would consider varying 
with 48. Kc3!?, but 48. ... Rb?! 
kills the passed pawn counterplay. 


48, Rc7+ Kf6 0-1 
Deep Thought Team: After having 
some local experts confirm that the 
endgame is hopeless for DT, we 
resign. DT thinks it is only a pawn 
down, but a local expert managed 
to beat DT at 30 seconds/move time 
control, so evidently DT doesn't 
understand this endgame correctly. 
These two convincing defeats of 
DT have been quite instructive for 
the DT team, and we wish to thank 
Mike Valvo for playing these 
games. 


HAYWARD LIBRARY 
YOUTH RESULTS 
Winners (all 4-0)in this scholastic 

event: High School, Matthew 
Gross, Junior High Matthew 
Kwong (4-0), Elementary Jay 
Prunty, Primary Micah Fisher- 
Kirshner. Micah was seventh in 
his division in the Nationals. 
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Berkeley CC 
Fridays 7:30 PM 
Berkeley YMCA 2nd fl. 
Allston and Milvia 
D. Howard 428-2438 
CAL-Berkeley CC 
Wednesdays 7-10 PM 


Tan Oak Room 

Student Union, 4th fi. 

UCB Campus 

Peter Yu 848-7809 
Burlingame CC 

Thursdays 7:30 PM 

Burlingame Rec. Ctr. 

990 Burlingame Ave. 

H. Edelstein 349-5554 
Chabot CC 

Thursays 5-10 PM 

Chabot Comm. College 

Hayward, Rm. 2347 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 

Fridays 7-11 PM 

Comm. Hospital 
Conference Center 

B. Riner 916-872-0373 
Empire CC 

Fridays 7 PM 

545 S. 9th St., San Jose 
D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 
Fairfield-Suisun СС 

2nd Sat. each month 
2683 Laurel Dr. 

E. Deneau 707-428-5460 
Fresno CC 

Mondays 7-11 PM 

Round Table Pizza 

Cedar & Dakota Aves. 

D. Quarve 209-225-8022 
Hayward CC 

Mondays 7-9 PM 
Hayward Main Library 
Mission & C St. 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Kolty CC 

Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 
Campbell Comm. Ctr. 
Activity Hall 

Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell 
P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 
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Area Code 415 unless 
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Livermore CC 


Fridays TBA 
C. Pigg 447-5067 
Mechanics Inst. CC 
M-F: 11 AM - 11 PM 
Sat: 10 AM - 12 AM 
Sun: 12 PM- 10 PM 
57 Post St., 4th fl, SF 
M. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Cir. 
Tues - Fri: 4:30 - 10 PM 
Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 
T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 
Thursdays 3:30 PM - ? 
Yountville Veterans Home 
Lee Lounge 
B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Mitchell Park Comm. Ctr. 
S. Farmer 329-2487 
Reno (NV) CC 
Mon. and Thurs. 6-11 PM 
Old Town Mall 
J. Weikel 702-673-1278 
Richmond CC 
Fridays 5 - 9 PM 
Richmond Public Library 
26th & Macdonald 
T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 
Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM 
Mondays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg. 
8517 Lyman Way 
W. Randie 707-795-2220 
Sacramento CC 
Wednesdays 7-11 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
915 27th St. 
L. Rothstein 916-927-2759 
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specified A indicates new or changed listing 


San Jose CC 
Fridays 7 PM - 12 AM 
Blind Center 
101 N. Bascom Ave. 
Barry Wayne Curto 
San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Ave. 
C. Felker 408-723-1808 
Santa Clara City CC 
2nd Saturday of each month 
2:15 - 6:15 PM 
Machado Park Bldg. 
3360 Cabrillo Ave. 
F. Sierra 408-241-1447 
Santa Cruz Area CC 
Thursdays 6:30 - 11 PM 
Citicorp Savings 
Ocean & Water Sts. 
K. Norris 408-426-8269 
Vallejo CC 
Fridays 7:30 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
333 Amador St. 
G. Rasmussen 707-642-7270 
Gr. Vallejo Chess Assn. 
Saturdays 5:30 PM - 12 AM 
N. Vallejo Rec. Ctr. 
1121 Whitney Ave. 
E. Valles 707-557-0707 
Visalia CC 
No meetings during summer, 
Fall meetings TBA 
C. Fotias 209-732-1835 
Wainut Creek CC 
Thursdays 2 - 5:30 PM 
2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 
P. Baudry 256-7520 
Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 Am 
Buttes Christian Manor 
223 F St, Marysville 
T. Giertych, 916-742-7071 
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c/o Peter Yu 
2724 Channing Way #103 
Berkeley, CA 94704 

/ 
August 1989 
5-6 Novato (Sect) AM 
5-13 Chicago/US Open USCF 
13 Walnut Crrek (Quads) PB 
19-20  Sunnyvale/LERA JH 
26 SF/Lowell HS (Sect) PD 


September 1989 

2-4 Campbell/NorCal Open PM 
3 Walnut Creek (quad) PB 
22-24 San Mateo/FIDE Action Ch. LM 


All Wednesdays UCB 30-30 PY 





Subscribers: 
See label for expiration date. 


Organizers 

PB Dr. Pascal Baudry 
PD Peter Dahl 

ME Matthew Ek 
MH Matthew Haws 
RH Robert Hicks 
JH Jim Hurt 

AM Art Marthinsen 
RO Raymond Orwig 
CP Charles Pigg 
DQ Dave Quarve 
FS Francisco Sierra 
KS Ken Stone 

DU Don Urquhart 
EV Ernest Valles 
MW Max Wilkerson 
PY Peter Yu 


Tournament Clearinghouse 


Alan Glasscoe 


415-256-7520 
415-566-4069 
916-894-5105 
408-224-5781 
707-944-0937 
916-525-7912 
415-456-1540 
415-237-7956 
415-447-5067 
209-225-8022 
408-241-1447 
408-742-3126 
408-294-5724 
707-557-0707 
415-421-2258 
415-848-7809 


415-652-5324 


Box 11613, Oakland CA 94611 
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In This Issue: 
Games From 
the U.S. Junior: 


FM Glueck 


reports on 
Lloyd's Bank 
International 


Left: Kasparov 
surpasses Fischer: 
achieves highest 
rating of all time. 








Letter from the Editor: 


Many of our readers probably 


figured that the California 
Chess Journal had gone 
defunct, since no issues have 


appeared since July. Despite the 
hiatus, the CCJ is still in 
business, and will continue to be 
issued on a monthly basis. The 
problem was that two thirds of our 
cditorial staff completed ог 
terminated their studies here at 
Berkeley, taking with them 
essential skills and energy. Andy 
Lazarus is now teaching 
mathematics at U.C. Riverside, 
while Joel Salman has moved 
back to New York state and is now 
working for a medical journal. 
Summer is an awkward time 
for a student-published magazine, 
because most everybody goes on 
vacation. Without my help, since 
| was on a chess tour of the East 
Coast, and without our regular 
student staff, because they were 
everywhere save Berkeley, the job 
of putting together the July issue 
was left to Andy Lazarus. He did 





The CCJ is published monthly 


Advertising 
(camera-ready) 


Send advertising and subscription orders 


(payable to CCJ) to: СС] 


1/4 раре 
1/2 page 
Full page $50 


all the work himself, but the СС.) 
fell a month behind subscription 
schedule. Since CCJ magazine 
has much catching-up to do, the 
present issue is a combined 
August September 
containing more games and 
articles than usual. Don't worry, 
this will not count as two issues 
off your subscription, SO you re 
getting à bigger (later) issue for 
less. Just think of it as interest; 1 
ао. 

With this issue C € J 
welcomes a new Assistant Editor, 
Ron Basich. Ron is an expert 
ranked player, who has produced 
various chess pamphlets and 
bulletins. Ron edited the articles, 
did the layout, and designed the 
diagrams used this issue. 

Finally, I must express 
thanks to our subscribers, 
especially those who sent letters 
supporting the CCJ and its 
continued publication (Chris, 
Garland, Jim, Ray, and many 
others); thank you all and we'll do 
our best to get back on schedule. 
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Northern California 
Open Championship 






Open Section 


| Pts. 
| 151 Зга Winslow, Elliot $400 5 
De Firmian, Nick $400 5 
| Mc Cambridge, Vince $400 5 
і 4th\Sth Frankle, Jon $100 4.5 
| Strugatsky, Vladimir $100 4.5 
| 2200-2299 
Osborn, Eric $100 4.5 
| 2000-2199 
Dorsch, Thomas $200 4.5 
Al-Shama, Jame $120 4 
| Kichinski, Robert BUT 35 
| McManus, Andrew $20 335 
Norris, Kermit $20 3:5 
Under 2000 
Kline, Eric $100 3 
Reserve Section 
| 1800-1999 
Ist 3rd Hurt, James 2120. 4,5 
Lowther, Jeff $120 4.5 
Talamantez, Abel $120 4,5 
1799 down 
Ist Guinto, Wary $200 5.5 
2nd Rich, Albert $100 5 
| 3rd\4th Howell, Justin SoG... -4.5 
Stein, Alan $30 4.5 
Booster Section 
1400-1599 
Ist\2nd — Ferris, Crostopher $100 5 
Bell, Bruce $100 5 
3rd Lankford, David $40 4.5 
under 1400 
Ist Briones, Henry ®120©_ 58 
2nd\4th Rich, Fred $27 3 
Johns, Scott $27 3 
Eldred, David $27 3 


i 
Unrated Section 
Ist Fredoricia $60 3 
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Thanks goes out to the Kolty Chess Club of 
Campbell Ca. for making this year's Northern 
California Chess Championship a reality. IM 
Elliot Winslow won this years Championship as 
a result of a tic break over fellow competitors GM 
Nick DeFirmian and IM Vincent Mc Cambridge; 
all three scored 5/6 points in the open section of 
this 6 round tournament. Below are two games 


from that event held September 2 - 4 1989. 


White: IM Elliot Winslow (2434) 
Black: Andrew McManus (2128) 


French Defence 
. е4 . 94 45 3. c5 4. ed Oxd5 5. Nef3 


cd 6. Bc4 Qd6 7. 0-0 Ní6 8. Nb3 Nc6 9. Nxd4 
Nxd4 10. Nxd4 


An altenative here is 10. Qxd4, and after an 
exchange of Queens piece play in the center 
ensues with White solidifing the d4 square with 
c3, and Black manoevering with a timely Nd5. 

10, ... a6 

White obtained an advantage in W. Watson - 
Rogers, Wijk ann Zee I] 1987 with 10. ... Bd7 
11. Bb3 Qc7 12. Qf3 0-0-0 13. Bg5!? e5? 14. 
Bí6 gf6 15. Qf6! Rg8 16. Nf5! 


11. c3 Oc7 12. Bd3 (12. Bb3 !?) 12. ... Bd6 


13. Bd7 Вр5 0-0-0 15. Bxf6 gf6 16. Oh5 


е5 17. №5 Всб 18. Ое? 64 19, Nxd6+ Rxd6 20. 


xe4 Rg8 21, Bxc6 Oxc6 22. Rgd8 23. Radl 


Rxd1 24, Rxdl Rxdl1* 25. Qxdl Qb64 26. (044 








Black will pick up the b pawn 
to restore material equality, but in 
so doing he has traded his € pawn 
and given the white Queen free 
rein over the center. 

26. ... Oxb2 27. a4 Qcl+ 

8. 5 0. 
T 3l Ox 
Not 31. Qxd7 Kxd7, where 
White's queenside crumbles by a 
black King invasion. 

31. ... О:а4 32. Ох 07-33, 
Qc4+ Kb8 34. g4 Qd2+ 35. Kg3 
Qel4 36 Kg2 Qd2+ 37. Kf3 Odl* 


38. Oe2 045- 
After 38. ... Qxd2 39. Kxd2 


white can force two connected 
passed pawns on the Kings wing 
while the white king contains the 
black pawns. 

39. Oe4 Ob3 40. Oe5+ Ka7 41. 
(S h5 42. Od4+ b6 43. g5 a5 44. 
g6 Qc2 45. Kf4 Qcl+ 46. Ke5 
Qel« 47. Kf6. 1-0 


White: NM R. Koepcke 2323 
Black: IM V. McCambridge 


French Defence 


1. 4 еб 2. е4 d5 3. Nc3 Bb4 4. 
Ne2 Nc6 5. a3 Ba5 6. 6 7. 
е5 Ng4 8. Bf4 f6 9. h3 fc! 10. hg 

If 10. Bxe5 then Ngxe5 1l. 
4хе5 d4! 12. b4 Nxb4! decides the 
issue. 

10. ... exf 11. Nxf4 Qf6 
Nh5 Of7 

12. ... Qxd4 13. Qxd4 Nxd4 
14. 0-0-0 c5 15. Nxg7+ Kf7 16. 
NhS5 with an unclear position. 

3. 47 14. Вь5 0-0 





КІЗ Qe7 16. Bxc6 bxc6 17. КІП е5 
18. Qe2 e4 19. Rxf8« Rxf8 20. 
Ng3 

In view of 20. ... Qg5! 
the threat of Bxg4. 





with 


20. .. Bb6 21. Qe3 Bxg4 22. 
4 24. Bc 
25. Nce2 a5 26. Rdl Ba6 27. Kcl 
Og4 28. Og3 





d2 Rxgl 


3 29. fe Rfl+ 30. 


Results from Lera 
Class Championships 


Results from the 24th Annual 
1989 LERA Sunnyvale Class 
Championships (Aug. 19-20) are 
as follows: Open Section: Ist 
Nick DeFirmian 4.0, 2nd Craig 
Mar 3.5, 3rd/6th Elliot Winslow, 
Renard Anderson, Charles Powell, 
Kermit Norris 3.0; Expert: Ist/2nd 
Thomas Dorsch, Erik Rosenberg 
4.0, 3rd Vincent Stevens 3.5; ‘A’ 
Section: Ist Ed Elizondo 3.5, 
2nd/6th Michael Labins, Pete 
Alexander, Roderick McCalley, 
Prasad Paranjpe, Gilbert Chambers 
3.0; 'B' Section: Ist Alan Stein 


4.0; 2nd/8th Warly Guinto, Cliff 
Roberson, llans Poschmann, Peter 
McKone, Robert Pellerin, Jay 
Richwood, Timothy Vaughn 3.0; 
'C' Section: Ist Justin Howell 3.5; 
2nd/Ath Dana W. Albrecht, 
Christopher Ferris, Don Nelson 
3402 99 
lst/4th Robert Vaccarezza, Kristin 
Didriksson, Scott Hunt, Jason Lee 


3.0. 


and Unrated Section: 


Letter to the Editor: 


With reference to my notes to 
Glueck-Mar (CCJ #5, p. 11) and 'A 
Long-Lived Trap' by David Glueck 
(СС) 486, p. 15), I retract my 
criticism of Glueck's moves 30. 
Ва! апа 31. Кха?. 
the power of Glueck's intended 34. 


| did not see 


Re7, a long-lived trap indeed! 
Apparently Mar got the message 
at the last minute. 

However, I maintain my 
criticism of Glueck's 29. Be2 and 
Mars 29. ...Rb6, the 


deserves a full question mark as he 


latter 


was on his way to the trap's door. 
| wish to reinforce the idea thal 
White should trade his Bishop for 
Black's Knight, 
consequence of 29. Be2?! is the 
possible blockade with 29. 
...Kf7!? and 30. ...Kf6. 


1 ат pleased that my notes 


because the 


elicited criticism and clarification. 


new 
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Lev Alburt Wins U.S. 
Open 


Repeating his 1987 feat, GM Lev Alburt of New 
York City, captured clear first in the 90th U.S. 
Open, and with it, the Fidelity Cup. The victory was 
worth $5,000 to GM Alburt. 

Held at Chicago's Hyatt Regency O'Hare 
between August 5-13, the Open drew over 630 

players from around the U.S. and the world. With 
over 200 masters and experts participating in the 
nine round event, this was also one of the strongest 
Opens ever held. 

Alburt's 8-0-1 finish unofficially boosted him 
into 15th place among the leaders in the Novag 
Grand Prix, and GM Max Dlugy's 8-1 2nd place 
score placed him in 24th place in the Grand Prix. 
Other Grand Prix leaders GM Walter Browne 
(Berkeley), Gata Kamsky, IM Igor Ivanov and GM 
John Fedorowicz tied for third place with 7.5-1.5 
sores, along with NM Nachum Salman, FM Stuart 
Rachels, Alex Wojkiewicz (Poland) and Edvin 
Kengis (USSR). 

In the first round there were only a couple of 
surprises: Mike Cronin (1910) drew Maurice Ashley 
(2452) and Al Losoff (1850) defeated Scott 

| lingheim (2304). Upsets were even more scarce in 
_ the next two rounds, but in Round 4 NM Paul Cripe 
| (350) from Central California knocked off last 
| car's winner GM Dmitri Gurevich with a beautiful 


Smith- Morra Gambit. 


In the next round, young 
| apert Bobby Seltzer beat Master Relan Magbanua 
na 49-move Tarrasch French. At the end of 5 


| unds, GMs Sergey Kudrin, Dlugy, Fedorowicz, IM 


| апоу апа Kamsky all retained perfect scores. 


4 


On board 1 in the sixth round, Ivanov uncorked 
his brilliancy against Kudrin to emerge as the sole 
leader at 6-0. While other front runners were busy 
drawing, Kamsky lost to GM Michael Wilder. This 
allowed folks like Alburt to catch up after drawing to 
a 2394 in round 5. 

Then Alburt brought Ivanov back to earth in 
round 7, and Browne wrested the full point from 
Fedorowicz to join Lev in first place at 6.5. On 
board six, IM Michael Brooks walked into mate 
against SM Robert Rowley. 

Round 8 saw the eventual tournament winner 
defeat Browne with a Blumenfeld Gambit, setting up 
the climatic confrontation between Kudrin and 
Alburt. Dlugy and veteran player Greg Defotis 
entered the final round a half-point back after 
Defotis had a string of wins against NM Peter Yu and 
IM Alex Fishbein in rounds 7 and 8. 

In the final round Dlugy quickly took a point 
from Defotis while Kudrin essayed an aggressive 
Benko formation against Alburt. Kudrin twisted for 
a win, offered a draw too late in the opening for 
Alburt to consider with clear first on the line, and 
went down swinging. Yet perhaps what was most 
peculiar was Gurevich's simple blunder of a rook 
against fellow Russian Kamsky in a negligible 
monetary situation. 

Chief Organizer of this year's Open, 
co-sponsored by the Illinois Chess Assn. with the 
Mid-West Chess Assn., was the indefatigable Helen 
Warren of Western Springs, Ill. Assisting Helen 
were Administrative Assistant and Treasurer Todd 
Barre, Publicist Fred Gruenberg and Bulletin editor 
Jim Marfia. 

The tournament directing staff was headed by 


Chief T.D. Walter Brown and Assistants Tim Just 








and Todd Barre. 


All in all, this 


was a very enjoyable event. 

Some Bay Area players did 
well in Chicago, such as NM Paul 
Cripe's 4-0 start after beating 
Gurevich, and NM Peter Yu's 5-1 
start which included a win over 
Soviet emigre Roman Levit 
(2390) and a loss only to Alburt. 
Unfortunately Yu was only able to 
draw FM Eugene Martinowsky 
(2439) out of his last three rounds 
against much stronger opponents. 

As with every U.S. Open, 
there were many chess side-events 
Drueke 
Championship. The 


such as the Speed 
Drueke 
Company, manufacturer of fine 
chess sets, boards and tables, 
sponsored the speed tournament to 
the tune of $1,000 in cash 
time U.S. 


Champion Walter Browne placed 


merchandise. Six 


Ist in the round robin finals with a 
score of 8-3 good for one grand. 
$500 went to Max Dlugy at 
4:5-3.5.%. with. Gata 
receiving $250 for his 7-4, 3rd 


place score. 


Kamsky 


llere are 3 games from the 


main event. 


White: GM J. Fedorowicz 
Black: GM W. Browne 


Sicilian Najdorf 
l. e4 c5 2. Nf3 d6 3. d4 cd 4. 





Nxd4 Nf6 5. Nc3 a6 6. Be3 сб 7. 
f3 b5 8. g4 h6 9. h4 b4 10. N3e2 
e5 11. Nb3 d5 12. Ng3 d4 13. Bf2 
Be6 14. Bd3 Nbd7 15. Ері Ве? 
16. g5 hg 17. hg Nh7 18. f4 ef 19. 
Nh5 Bxb3 20. ab Ne5 21. Nxg7+ 
Kf8 22. Nf5 Nxg5 23. Kfl Ngf3 
24. Be2 Nxgl 25. Bxgl BcS 26. 
сЗ Qg5 27. cd Rhl1 28. Kf2 Rd8. 
0-1 


White: NM Peter Yu 2223 
Black: NM R. Levit 2390 


English 

l. c4 Nf6 2. Nc3 e6 3. e4 c5 
4. e5 Ng8 5. Nf3 Nc6 6. d4 cd 7. 
Nxd4 Nxe5 8. Bf4 Ng6 9. Bg3 f5 
10. Bd3 a6 11. Qa4 Kf7 12. 0-0-0 
NÍ6 13. c5 Bxc5 14. Nxf5 Qb6 15. 
Nd6+ Kg8 16. Nc4 Qa7 17. Qc2 b5 
18. Nd6 Bxd6 19. Bxd6 Bb7 20. 
f3 Nd5 21. Nxd5 Bxd5 22. Kbl 
Qb6 23. Bxg6 hg 24. Be5 Kf7 25. 
Rd4 RhS 26. Rf4+ R&S 27. Qd2 46 
28. Bd4 Qd8 29. Rc1 Kg8 30. Rg4 
e5 


Г © ыйа? 
22 а; Ж 5 








White: A. Bisguier (2496 
Black: G. Sanchez (2330) 


Bogo-Indian 

1. 04 М6 2. c4 e6 3. NPB 
Bb4+ 4. Nbd2 b6 5. a3 Bxd2+ 6. 
Bxd2 h6 7. g3 Bb7 8. Bg2 0-0 9. 
0-0 d6 10. b4 c5 11. dc dc 12. Qb3 
Qc8 13. Rfd1 Nbd7 14. b5 Ne4 15. 
Bf4 Re& 16. Rd3 f6 17. Rad] N&R 
18. Bh3 g5 19. Bcl Qc7 20. Ne] 
[5 21. ІЗ Ní6 22. Bb2 Qf7 23. Qc3 
e5 24. Bxf5 Nd5 25. ecd Qxf5 26. 
Ng2 a6 27. Ne3 Qg6 28. 46 М47 
29. a4 ab 30. ab e4 31. fe Bxe4 
32. Rf1 Kh7 33. Rddl Bb7 34. 
Qc4 Rf8 35. Qg4 Rad8 36. Rxf8 
Nxf8 37. Rf1 Bc8 38. Qc4 Be6 39. 
Qc3 Nd7 40. Nc4 Bh3 41. Ме5 
Nxe5 42. Qxe5 Re8 





43. 47 Кхе5 44. d8-Q Red 


45. Qc7« Kg8 46. Rdl Qf7 47. 


Qxf7+ Kxf7 48. Kf2 Ke6 49. Bg? 
1/2-1/2 


eq 


Gr; 
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U.S. JUNIOR 
OPEN 


Andrew Serrota wins for 
the 3rd time 


Harvard student Andrew 
Serotta won the 1989 U.S. Junior 
Open Championship for the third 
year in a row. This year s contest, 
which drew 114 participants under 
the age of 21, was held in Murray, 
Kentucky, July 28-30. 
Organized by professor Wayne 
Bell, and held at Murray State 
this USCF National 
event was directed by Mike Decker 
of Louisville, assisted by Morton 
John Opfer, David 
Mark Ishee, William 
Orgain and Robert Weeks. 


on 


College, 


Wenger, 


Brooks, 


Serotta, 19, of Lansdale, 
Pennsylvania, scored 5-0-2, the 
same score he achieved last year 
when he won his second title. An 
early draw against last year's 
Under age 17 division winner, 
Matthew Crouse of Illinois, put 
Serotta half a point behind the 
tournament leader, Peter Yu of 
Berkeley, California. After 
drawing with Yu in round five, 
Scrotta went on to win his last two 
games, while Yu could 
manage draws. 

Yu's 5.5.1.5 score was 
equalled by Jason Wysocki of 
Grand Rapids, Michigan. 

13-year-old Aaron Wenger of 


only 


Louisville nearly ran away with 


the 42-player, Under Age 17 
division. Last day draws by 
Wenger, allowed an earlier victim, 
Hawaii's Gilbert Busby, 


Wenger's 6-1 score. 


to equal 
Both are 
co-champions of that division. 
Brad Skaggs of Kentucky placed 
third with 5.5 points. 

In the 43-player, Under Age 
13 division, Dean Ippolito of 
Boonton, New Jersey, defended 
the title he won last year, with a 
6-0-1 score. A full point back and 
sharing second place, were Daniel 
of Dresher, 
Pennsylvania, and Greg Marcum 


of Anderson, Indiana. 


Benjamin 


White: Peter Yu 2235 
Black: Andy Serotta 2220 


English 

1. c4 c6 2. Nf3 Nf6 3. g3 d5 
4. cd Nxd5 5. Bg2 g6 6. Nc3 Bg7 
7. 0-0 0-0 8. d4 Be6 9. Ng5 Nxc3 
10. bc Bc4 11. Rbl h6 12. Ne4 
Ос8 13. 0с2 Ь5 14. Ваз Кед 15. 
Rel Bd5 16. Nd2 Bxg2 17. Kxg2 
Nd7 18. Nf3 Nb6 19. Bc5 c5 20. 
Bb6 ab 21. e4 Ra4 





6 


22. d5 cd 23. Rxb5 Ос4 24, 
К45 Ка2 25. Qd3 Qxd3 26. Rd3 
Rb2 27. Ral Re7 28. Nd2 Rc7 29. 
Ra8+ Kh7 30. Nfl £5 31. ef gf 32. 
Ne3 Rf7 33. Nc4 Rb3 34. Ra3 
Rxa3 35. Nxa3 Rc7 36. Nb1 Rc6 
37. Rd5 Kg6 38. Rb5 c4 39. Kf] 
Bxc3 40 Nxc3 Rxc3 41. Rxb6+ 
1/2-1/2. 


High School 

Champions' 

Tournament 
Northern California's Andy 
McManus had modest results in 
this tournament. Here is his Ist 
round draw with Arizona's Adam- 


son. 


White: A. McManus 2157 
Black: R. Adamson 2280 


Najdorf Sicilian 

l. e4 c5 2. Nf3 d6 3. d4 cd 4. 
Nxd4 Nf6 5. Nc3 a6 6. Bg5 e6 7. 
f4 Qb6 8. a3 Nc6 9. Nb3 Be7 10. 
Bxf6 Bxf6 11. Qxd6 Ос3- 12. Ве2 
Bxc3+ 13. be Qxe4 14, Rd] Охр2 
15. Rfl Qxh2 16. BF ОҺ4-- 17. 
Rí2 Nd8 18. Nc5 Qe7 19. Rfd2 
Qxd6 20. Rxd6 Ke7 21. Na4 Rb8 
22. Nb6 f5 23. c4 Nf7 24. c5 Rag 
25. Rxd8 Nxd8 26. c4 h6 27. Kf2 
g5 28. Bh5 Nc6 29. R3 gf 30. 
Кат №5 31. Ер] КҮЗ 32. Ва Ке7 
33. Rgl Kf8 34. Rdl Ke7 1/2-1/2. 








The 1989 
U.S. Junior Invitational 
Championship 


U.S.C.F Bungles the Invitations 


by NM Peter Yu 


With luck, next year's invitees will not have to 
experience an invitation faus pas such as this 
years. For those of you who don't believe me when 
| say "getting there is half the fun", just imagine the 
U.S.C.F double blundering, in result of which they 
have to turn away one of the original invitees! 

U.S.C.F.'s first mistake was forgetting about the 
the U.S. Junior Open champion, Andy Serotta, who 
by winning that event was to be automatically 
seeded into the Junior Closed Championship. The 
original invitations, however, made no mention of 
Andy. 

The U.S.C.F. errored again when it botched its 
calculation of player's ratings on which invitations 
to 10 players were sent out. The bottom three seeds 
were calculated to be Schuyler 2320, Anatoly 
Trubman 2260, Peter Yu 2255. These 


‘invitational ratings’ were determined by averaging 


and 


the currently published rating (as of the March 1989 
supplement) and the peak player's rating since the 
invitations went out for last year's championship 
(since the May 1988 supplement). These ratings are 
then rounded off to the nearest 5 point boundary. 

As soon as I looked at my invitation (having just 
qualified for the 10th spot) I noticed Andy's 
I had a 


fecling the U.S.C.F. would soon call me and 


omittance and smelled something fishy. 


withdraw my invitation in order to accommodate 


Serrota. Serrota, no doubt, was soon to find out that 





| 


something was amiss, but it was actually Danny | 


Edelman who discovered the problem and notified | 


Bob Nasiff, the Scholastic Coordinator at the 
U.S.C.F. Bob was now faced with the dreaded tas} 


of informing me of my ineligibility to play, save as 


However, long before Bob called me (actually i. | 


| 
an alternate. | 


was about three days), I had already discovered 
second error. 


U.S.C.F.'s Му 1989 March 
supplement listed me as 2272, and my previous 


—9À Ea 


peak rating was 2266 in the January list. Averaging | 


these two ratings gives 2269, which rounds out to 
2270, putting me well above Trubman's 2260 
invitational rating. Although I secretly worried 
about some higher justification for listing me as 
2255, I knew that the printed rules were on my side, 

So when Nasiff called from New Windsor to retract 
my invitation with apologies, I saved him some 
trouble. I pointed out U.S.C.F.'s error in the 
calculation of invitational ratings. lle immediately 
went to check the supplements and replied, “Oh, | 
wrote down 2226 instead of 2266". 


he informed me, as I breathed a sigh of relief. Mr. 


"You're 1п!", 


Nassif now had to inform Anatoly Trubman that the 
Chess Federation had goofed and would have to 
retract the invitation they had offered. 

With my participation confirmed, I flew to 
Washington D.C. where the U.S.C.F. provided 
accommodations for 10 days at the Renaissance 
Tech World Ramada. TD Rober! 
Singletary, Organizer David Mehler, and Lacl 


National 


Kaplan's family helped make the tournament ? 
memorable occasion. Special thanks also go to 
U.S.C.F. members for their continued support of 
youth chess. 

Excluding botched game scores and boring draws, 
here are most of the games from this 9 1% 


round-robin. 
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Round 1 


White: James Schuyler 

Black: Vivek Rao 

І. e4 c5 2. f4 g6 3. Nf3 Bg7 4. g3 
№6 5. Вр2 46 6. 0-0 е5 7. М42 
Nge? 8. 43 0-0 9. Nc4 b5 10. Ne3 
ef 11. gf f5 12. a4 b4 13. ef Nf5 
14. Nf5 Bf5 15. c4 Qd7 16. d4 bc 
17, be cd 18. Nd4 Bd4+ 19. cd d5 
20. Ba3 Rfe8 21. Rel Ral+ 22. 
Qel Re8 23. Qc3 Bed 24. Bh3 
0р7 25. Rd1 Nd8 26. Qc8 Qf6 27. 
Qd7 Qf7 28. Qf7 Kf7 29. Rc1 Ne6 
30. Bd6 Rd8 31. BeS Rd7 32. Есб 
Bf 33. Bg2 Be4 34. Bh3 Bf5 
1/2-1/2 


White: Alex Sherzer 

Black: Peter Yu 

1. e4 e6 2. 44 45 3. Nd2 c5 4. Ngf3 
cd 5. М44 Nf6 6. ed Qd5 7. N4f3 
Nc6 8. Bc4 Qd8 9. 0-0 Bd6 10. 
Qe2 Bd7 11. Rd1 Qc7 12. b3 0-0-0 
13. Bb2 h5 14. Ne4 Ned 15. Qe4 
Rhg8 16. Qd3 Bf4 17. g3 Ne5 18. 
Ме5 Ве5 19. Ве5 Ое5 20. Qd4 Qd4 
21. Rd4 Bc6 22. Rad1 Bf3 23. 
Rd8+ Rd8 24. Rd8+ Kd8 25. Kf] 
Kd7 26. Kel Kd6 27. Kd2 Kc5 28. 
Kc3 g5 29. h4 gh 30. gh Bdl 31. 
b4+ Kd6 32. Kd2 Bf3 33. Bf1 b6 
3. c4 f6 35. Bd3 Ke5 36. Ke3 
В41 37. Bg6 f5 38. f4« Kf6 39. 
Вс8 с5 40. c5 bc 41. bc Ke7 42. 
Bg6 Ke6 43. c6 ef+ 44. Kf4 Kd6 
45. Kf5 Kc6 46. Kg5 Kd6 47. Bh5 
Ва4 48. КІ6 Кс5 49. Веб Bd] 50. 
h5 Bh5 51. Bh5 a5 52. Kc5 a4 n3. 
B(7 Kd4 54. Kd4 Kb5 55. Kc3 1-0 


White: Ilya Gurevich 
Black: Andy Serotta 


1. е4 с5 2. МІЗ e6 3. Nc3 a6 4. d4 
cd 5. Nd4 Qc7 6. Be2 b5 7. 0.0 
Bb7 8. Bf3 d6 9. a4 b4 10. Na2 


Nf6 11. Rel Bc7 12. Bd2 a5 13. 


c3 bc 14. Nc3 0-0 15. Rc1 047 16. 


Ncb5 Nc6 17. Bg5 Rac8 18. Nb3 
Rfd8 19. Qd2 h6 20. Bf6 Bf6 21. 
Bc2 Qe? 22. Bf1 Qf8 23. Ма5 Ма5 
24. Rc8 Bc8 25. Qa5 ВЬ2 26. КЬІ 
Be5 27. Na7 Bd7 28. Вь5 45 29. 
ed ed 30. Rdl ВЬ5 31. аЬ 046 32. 
g3 Bf6 33. Nc6 Re8 34. Qb4 Qb4 
35. Nb4 d4 36. Nc6 Rc8 37. f4 
Rc7 38. Rbl flag 1-0 


White: Danny Edelman 

BLack: Ben Finegold 

l. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Ní6 3. d4 Nxe4 4. 
843 45 5. Ме5 МА7 6. Nd7 Bd7 7. 
0-0 Qh4 8. c4 0-0-0 9. c5 g5 10. 
Nc3 Nf6 11. Ne2 Ng4 12. h3 Nh6 
13. ҒЗ Ке8 14. Ва2 г5 15. Ве] 
Qh5 16. Rc1 Bg7 17. 042 Кеб 18. 
b4 Qe8 19. Bf2 Rg8 20. Nc3 g4 
21. Nd5 gf 22. Qf4 Qd8 23. Bh4 
Вха4+ 24. Оха4 Rxg24 25. Khl 
Ng4 26. Qf4 Rh6 27. R(3 Rh2« 
28. Qh2 Nh2 29. Bd8 Nf3 30. Bc7 
Nd4 31. Bc4 Bc6 32. Bd6 b5 33. 
Rdl Rh3« 34. Kg2 Rh4 35. Bb3 
f4 36. Rd4 f34 37. Kg3 Rd4 38. 
Ne7+ Kd7 39. Bc2 Be4 40. Nf5 f2 
41. Kf2 Rd2« 42. Kc3 Bc2 43. 
Kd2 Bf5 44. Ke3 Kc6 24. Kd5 h5 
46. Bg3 Bh3 47. Kc5 Bg2 48. Bf2 
a6 49. a3 1/2-1/2 


Round 2 


White: Andy Scrotta 

Black: Alex Sherzer 

1. Nf3 45 2.44 МЇ6 3. с4 сб 4. Nc3 
e6 5. g3 dc 6. Bg2 Be7 7. 0-0 0-0 
8. Ne5 Nbd7 9. Nc4 Nb6 10. Ме5 
Nbd5 11. Qb3 Qb6 12. e4 Qb3 13. 
ab Nb4 14. Bg5 Rd8 15. Radl h6 
16. Bf4 b6 17. Rd2 Bb7 18. Rfdl 
Kf8 19. h4 Ke8 20. Nc4 Kf8 21. 
ВІЗ Ме8 22. h5 Nf6 23. Ne3 Rd7 
24. Nc4 Kg8 25. Kg2 Bf8 26. g4 
Ne8 27. Kg3 Nf6 28. Ne5 Rdd& 
29. Nc4 Be7 30. Bg2 Nh7 31. Be3 
Nf6 32. f4 Ne8 33. Bf2 Nd6 34. с5 
Ме8 35. Be4 Rd7 36. K(3 Rad8 37. 
Ke2 М45 38. Ве3 Вь4 39. Ес? 
Мес? 40. Bf3 b5 41. Nd6 М45 42. 
В45 К45 43. М42 а5 44. Ме4 а4 
45. Ба ba4 46. Ral Ra8 47. Nc5 
Bc5 48. Rc5 Rc5 49. dc Ваб+ 50. 
КІЗ Вс4 51. Bd4 Bb3 52. Ke3 Rb8 
53. Bc3 Rb5 54. Kd4 Kf8 55. Rgl 
Rb8 56. ke3 Ra8 57. Ral Ke7 58. 
Bd4 Kd7 59. f5 Bc2 60. [6 ef 61. 
ег Кр8 62. (КІЗ) 1/2-1/2 


White: Ben Finegold 

Black: Adam Lief 

1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 е6 3. р3 45 4. МІЗ 
dc 5. Bg2 c6 6. 0-0 Nbd7 7. a4 a5 
8. Nbd2 Nb6 9. Qc2 Nfd5 10. Nc4 
Nc4 11. Qc4 Be7 12. e4 Nb4 13. 
Bf4 0-0 14. Rfd1 b6 15. Ne5 Ba6 
16. Qb3 Rc8 17. d5 ed 18. ed c5 
19. 46 Bf6 20. Bh3 Be5 21. Be5 
Ra8 22. d7 Nc6 23. Bd6 Nd4 24. 
Rd4 cd 25. Bf8 Kf8 26. Qd5 Rb8 
27. Ке! Ос7 28. Ос4 1-0 





White: Vivek Rao 

Black: Danny Edelman 

1.44 Nf6 2. c4 g6 3. Nc3 Bg7 4. 
c4 d6 5. Nf3 0-0 6. Be2 e5 7. Be3 
Qe7 8. de de 9. Nd5 Nd5 10. cd c6 
11. d6 Qe6 12. h4 fg6 13. h5 Qf7 
14. hg gf 15. Nh4 Веб 16. Вр4 [5 
17. ef Bf5 18. Bf5 gf 19. g4 f4 20. 
МІ5 Qe6 21. Bd2 Rf5 22. gf Qf5 
23. Qb3+ 24. Qh3 Nd7 25. 0-0-0 
Nf6 26. Rdg] Kf8 27. Bc3 Qa2 28. 
Qg2 Qf7 29. Be5 Re8 30. Bc3 Rd8 
31. Qh3 Qd7 32. Bf6 Bf6 33. 
Qh6+ Bg7 34. QOf4+ Kg8 35. Qc4+ 
Qf7 36. Rg7+ 1-0 


White: Peter Yu 

Black: James Schuyler 

l. c4 b6 2. Nc3 Bb7 3. e4 e6 4. 
МІЗ Вь4 5. Bd3 Bc3 6. dc d6 7. 
0-0 Nf6 8. Rel Nd7 9. b4 0-0 10. 
Rbl a5 11. Rb2 Ne5 12. Ne5 de 
13. Bg5 h6 14. Bf6 Qf6 15. Re3 
Rfd8 16. Qbl Qg4 17. Rg3 Qf4 
18. КЕЗ Каз 19. Rf4 К48 20. КІП 
ef 21. Kel Be4 22. Qcl Bg2 23. 
Qf4 Bf3 24. Rd2 Rd2 25. СИЗ 
Rdl« 26. Qd1 Rdl+ 27. Kdl c5 
28. Kc2 e5 29. Kb3 e4 30. Ka4 f5 
31. Kb5 f4 32. Kb6 ab 33. cb e3 
34. fc fe 35. Kc5 e2 36. a4 el(Q) 
37. a5 Qe5+ 38. Kb6 Qb8+ 39. 
Kc5 Kf7 40. a6 Ke6 0-1 


Round 3 


White: Stuart Rachels 

Black: Andy Serotta 

l. e4 c5 2. Nf3 c6 3. d4 cd 4. Nd4 
NIG 5. Nc3 d6 6. Be2 a6 7. 0-0 
Be7 8. f4 Qc7 9. a4 Nc6 10. Khl 





e5 11. Nb3 Be6 12. f5 Bb3 13. cb 
Nb4 14. Bg5 Nd7 15. Be7 Ke7 16. 
Есі ОЬ6 17. 042 МІ6 18. а5 048 
19. Rcd1 Rb8 20. Bc4 Ос? 21. 
Qg5 Kf8 22. Rd2 h6 23. Qg3 Re8 
24. Ral Nc6 25. Nd5 Nd5 26. Bd5 
Nd4 27. Rf2 Rc8 28. f6 g6 29. h3 
047 30. Qd3 Kg8 31. Rffl Kh7 
32. Кас1 Ес7 33. Ес4 Rhc8 34. 
Кісі Кр8 35. Rc7 Rc? 36. Rc3 
Rc3 37. be Ne6 38. Qe3 Nf4 39. 
Вс4 048 40. g3 Nh3 41. Qh6 Nf2+ 
42. Kg2 Qf6 43. Qc3 Ng4 44. Qd2 
Кр7 45. b4 048 46. Ве? 047 47. 
Bí3 Nf3 48. Qd3 kf8 49. c4 Ke7 
50. Qe2 Qc6 51. Qb3 Nh7 52. b5 
Qc7 53. c5 dc 54. b6 Qd6 55. Be2 
Qd2 56. Qd3 Qa5 57. Qd5 Qb6 58. 
Qc5 Qe6 59. Qc7+ Kf8 60. Qc5+ 
Kg8 61. Qd4 Nf6 62. Bf3 Nd7 63. 
e5 b5 64. Bd5 Qe5 65. Bf7« Kf7 
66. Qd7+ Qe7 67. Qd5+ Kg? 68. 
Qd4+ Kh7 69. Qb6 Qe2+ 70. Kh3 
Qh5+ 71. Kg2 Qd5+ 72. Kh2 Qd2+ 
73. Kh3 Qh6+ 74. Kg2 Qd2+ 75. 
Kh3 b4 76. Qa6 Qd7+ 77. Kh2 b3 
78. Qb6 Qd2+ 79. Kh3 b2 80. 
Qc7+ Kh6 81. Qb8 Qd7+ 82. Kh2 
Qd4 83. Kh3 Qf6 84. Kg2 Qc6 85. 
Kf2 Qc2+ 86. Kf3 Qd3+ 87. Kf2 
b1(Q) 88. Qf8+ Kh5 89. р4 Кр4 
90. Of4+ Kf4 0-1 


White: Ilya Gurevich 

Black: Ben Finegold 

l. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 4. 
Ba4 Ní6 5. 0-0 Be? 6. Rel b5 7. 
Bb3 d6 8. c3 0-0 9. h3 Nd7 10. d3 
Na5 11. Bc2 c5 12. Nbd2 Nb6 13. 
Nf1 Be6 14. d4 cd 15. cd Qc7 16. 
b3 Rac8 17. Bd2 Qc2 18. Qc2 Rc2 





19. Ba5 Na8 20. Nc3 Rcc8 21. 
Nd5 Bd5 22. ed e4 23. Reel Rc2 
25. Кесі Rfc8 26. Rc2 Rc2 27. a4 
h6 28. ab ab 29. Bd8 Nc7 30. Bc7 
Кс7 31. Ка8+ Kh7 32. Rb8 Rcl. 
33. КҺ2 Ка1 34. Rb5 Bd4 35. Nd4 
Rd4 36. Kg3 Kg6 37. Kf3 Kf5 38. 
Ke3 Ke5 39. КЬ7 Ке4+ 40. Каз 
Rf4 41. f3 Kd5 42. Ke3 Rf6 43, 
Re7 h5 44. g3 Rg6 45. g4 hg 46. 
hg Re6+ 47. Re6 fe 48. £4 g6 49, 
Kd3 Kc5 50. Kc3 Kc5 50. Kc3 Kb5 
51. b4 d5 52. Kb3 d4 53. g5 d3 
54. Kc3 42 55. Kd2 Kb4 56. Kd3 
Kc5 57. Ke4 Kd6 58. К44 Ка7 59. 
Ke5 Ke7 60. Ke4 К46 1/2-1/2 


White: James Schuyler 

Black: Alex Sherzer 

1. е4 c5 2. f4 g6 3. Nf6 Bg7 4. g3 
№6 5. Вр2 46 6. 0-0 М№ре7 8. 
Nbd2 0-0 9. a4 d5 10. Rel Qc7 11. 
h4 Bd7 12. c3 Be4 13. de Na5 14. 
e5 c4 15. Ne4 Nb3 16. Ra3 bcó 
17. М44 Be4 18. Be4 Rfd8 19. Be3 
Bf8 20. Rb3 cb 21. Qb3 Nc6 22. 
Nb5 Qc8 23. Kg2 Na5 24. Qc2 
Мс4 25. Всі аб 26. Nd4 Вс5 27. 
Nf3 Qc7 28. hS Kg7 29. hg hg 30. 
Ng5 Be7 31. Nf7 Kf7 32. Bg6 Kg? 
33. b3 Na3 34. Ос2 Кһ8 35. Ор4 
Kf8 36. Qe6 Qc6 37. Qc6 bc 38. 
Bd3 Rd8 39. Re3 МЬ1 40. f5 Bg5 
41. Bb1 Rdl 42. Be4 Rel 43. Rd3 
Rc2 44. Kf3 Rd2 45. Rd4 Rhh2 
46. Bc6 Rhf2 47. Kg4 Rd4 48. cd 
Be3 49. d5 Bd4 50. еб Ке? 51. 
Kg5 Rh2 52. g4 Rh8 53. Kf4 Bf6 
54. b4 Kd6 55. b5 ab 56. ab Rhl 
57. b6 Rf1 58. Ke4 Rb1 59. b7 
Rb4 60. Kd3 Kc7 1/2-1/2 
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Round 4 


White: Peter Yu 

Black: Adam Lief 

1. c4 Nf6 2. Nc3 e6 3. е4 c5 4. e5 
Ng8 5. Nf3 Nc6 6. d4 cd 7. Nd4 
Ne5 8. Bf4 Ng6 9. Bg3 a6 10. Qa4 
Nf6 11. Nb5 e5 12. h4 Bc5 13. 
0-0-0 O-O 14. Bd3 Nf4 15. Rhel 
d6 16. b4 ab 17. Qa8 Bb4 18. Bf4 
Bc3 19. Bd2 Bd2 20. Rd2 bc 21. 
Bc2 Qc7 22. Qa3 Re8 23. Qg3 Be6 
24. Redl Qc5 25. f4 c3 0-1 


White: Alex Sherzer 

Black: Danny Edelman 

1.е4 с6 2. 44 45 3. МА2 МГ6 4. е5 
Nfd7 5. c3 c5 6. Bd3 Nc6 7. Ne2 cd 
8. cd f6 9. ef Nf6 10. Nf3 Bd6 11. 
0-0 Qc7 12. Bg5 O-O 13. Bh4 
Nh5 14. Qc2 h6 15. Bg6 Nf4 16. 
М4 ВІ4 17. Ка41 В47 18. Qe2 
046 19. Bb1 g5 20. Bg3 Qe7 21. 
Rfel Qg7 22. Qd3 Rf7 23. Ме5 
Ne5 24. Re5 Raf8 25. Bf4 Rf4 26. 
Rd2 a6 27. h3 R4f6 28. Rc2 Be8 
29. Rc8 Bg6 30. Rf8 Qf8 31. Qdl 
ВЬ1 32. Qb1 Qb4 33. Осі Осі 34. 
Rel Kf7 35. f3 Rf4 36. Rd1 Ke7 
37. Kf2 Kd6 38. Ke3 Rf8 39. Есі 
Re8 40. Kd3 h5 41. Rel Rf8 42. 
Re5 1/2-1/2 


White: Andy Serotta 

Black: James Schuyler 

І, КІЗ сб 2. 23 45 3. Bg2 Bf5 4. 
0-0 Nf6 5. c4 e6 6. d3 h6 7. b3 
Ве7 8. ВЬ2 О-О 9. МЬ42 МЬ47 10. 
Rel Bh7 11. h3 Re8 12. Ме5 Ме5 
ІЗ. Ве5 Nd7 14. Bb2 b5 15. Ос1 
056 16. 44 bc 17. bc Bf6 18. Nb3 


a5 19. c5 Qb5 20. Bc3 a4 21. Nd2 
е5 22. 43 Ме5 23. МІЗ МІЗ- 24. 
ВІЗ 44 25. Bd2 Re5 26. Qa3 Rc5 
27. Racl Be7 28. Rc5 Bc5 29. g5 
f5 30. e4 Bb4 31. Be2 Qa5 32. 
Bb4 Qb4 33. Bd3 c5 34 Qbl Qbl 
35 Rb1 c4 36 Bc4 Be4 37. Rb4 d3 
38. Bf7+ Kf7 39. Re4 d2 40. Rd4 
Ке1+ 0-1 


Round 5 


White: Ilya Gurevich 

Black: Peter Yu 

l. e4 e6 2. d4 d5 3. Nd2 c5 4. ed 
045 5. Ngf3 cd 6. Bc4 Qd6 7. O-O 
МІ6 8. МЫЗ Мсб 9. МЬ44 М44 10. 
Qd4 11. Be2 Qd4 12. Nd4 Rc8 13. 
с4 Вс5 14. К41 О-О 15. Be3 Ríd8 
16. Racl a6 17. Bf3 Bd4 18. Rd4 
Bc6 19. Rd8+ Rd8 20. Bc6 be 21. 
Kf1 Ng4 22. Ke2 Ne3 23. Ke3 c5 
24. Кс2 КЕЗ 25. Ка2 Ке7 26. Каз 
Kd8 27. a3 a5 28. b3 Кс7 29. һ4 
1/2-1/2 


White: Adam Lief 

Black: Alex Sherzer 

1. c4 e5 2. Nc3 Bb4 3. Nd5 Ba5 4. 
b4 сб 5. ba cd 6. cd Qa5 7. Qb3 
МІ6 Ор3 О-О 9. 44 е44 10. Ос3 
045 11. ВЬ2 46 12. d3 Re8 13. e3 
Bg4 14. h3 Bh5 15. Qb3 Qb3 16. 
ab Nb4 17. Rc1 Bg6 18. Kd2 Rec8 
19. Rc4 a5 20. Nf3 №7 21. №4 
Мс5 22. Кс3 І6 23. Ве2 Ма2 24. 
Rc2 Bf7 25. Bg4 Rf8 26. Ba3 Nb4 
27. Rc3 h5 28. Bce2 Rfc8 29. Rbl 
Ra6 30. Ral Кса8 31. Ва! Rb6 
32. КЬІ Ке8 33. КЬ2 Веб 34. Be2 
Ra8 35. g3 Rba6 36. NbS Rb6 37. 
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Nd4 h4 38. g4 Bf7 39. f4 Re8 40. 
Ксі М45 41. Вс5 ас 42. Вс5 а4 
43. Nf5 a3 44. Ra2 Rb3 45. RaS 
Nc3 46. Rc2 b6 47. Ra6 Rb2 48. 
Nd6 Ne2 49. Rb2 ab 50. Rb6 Ngl 
51. Ne8 Be8 52. Rb2 Nh3 53. Ксі 
Bd7 54. Rg2 g5 55. f5 Bc6 56. 
Rh2 Мр1 57. Кс2 Nf3 58. Kf1 Nc5 
59. Kgl Bf3 60. Kf2 Nd3 0-1 


White: Ben Finegold 

Black: Andy Serotta 

1. 44 45 2. c4 сб 3. Nc3 NÍf6 4. c3 
еб 5. Nf3 Be7 6. Bd3 O-O 7. O-O 
Nbd7 8. c4 de 9. Мед Мед 10. Ве4 
NÍ6 11. Bc2 c5 12. Bg5 cd 13. 
М44 Ос? 14. Qd3 g6 15. Qf3 Qc5 
16. Be3 Qh5 17. Qh5 Nh5 18. 
Nb5 a6 19. Nc7 Rb8 20. Ba7 Bd7 
21. ВЬ8 КЬ8 22. ВІЧІ Мб 23. g4 
h6 24. h4 1/2-1/2 


Round 6 


White: Peter Yu 

Black: Stuart Rachels 

1. с4 е5 2. №3 №6 3. МЗ Nc6 4. 
63 ВЫ 5. №5 е4 6. МЬ4 МЫ 7. 
№4 с5 8. №2 №2 9. Ос2 О-О 10. 
Bg2 d5 11. cd Qd5 12. b3 Bf5 13. 
Bb2 М47 14. О-О 0с6 15. Ос3 [6 
16. 44 Кас8 17. Кас! Ь6 18. ЕГ41 
Rfe8 19. Qe3 cd 20. Bd4 Nb8 21. 
f3 Nc6 22. Bb2 ef 23. Qe64 Be6 
24. ef Nb4 25. Rc8 Rc8 26. a3 
Bb3 27. Rd7 Nd5 28. Bh3 Re8 29. 
Ra7 Bc4 30. Bd4 Rel 31. Kf2 
Re2+ 32. Kgl Rd2 33. Be6+ Kf8 
34. Bd5 Bd5 35. Be3 Re2 36. Bb6 
Bf3 37. Bc5« Kg8 38. Bf2 Ra2 
39. Re7 Ra3 40. Re3 Ral+ 41. 
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Bel Bd5 42. Kf2 Kf7 43. g4 g5 
44. Kg3 Ra2 45. h4 Rg24 46. Kh3 
f5 47. hg Rg4 48. Rg3 Re4 49. 
Bd2 Rd4 50. Be3 Rdl1 51. Rg1 Каз 
52. Rg3 Kg6 53. Kh2 Rc3 54. Bd2 
Rc4 55. Rd3 Rh4^ 56. Rh3 Re4 
57. Rd3 Re24 58. Kg3 Be6 59. 
Bf4 Kf7 60. Rd2 Rel 61. Rh2 
1/2-1/2 


White: Alex Sherzer 

Black: Ilya Gurevich 

1. e4 с5 2. МІЗ еб 3. d4 cd 4. Nd4 
Nc6 5. g3 Bc5 6. Nb3 Be7 7. Bg2 
М6 8. О-О O-O 9. c4 d6 10. Nc3 
а6 11. а4 Ма5 12. Ма5 Оа5 13. 
Bd2 Ос7 14. 0е2 М47 15. а5 Мс5 
16. Be3 Bf6 17. Qc2 Rb8 18. 
Rabl Nd7 19. Qa4 Bd8 20. Rfd1 
b6 21. Bf4 Be7 22. ab Rb6 23. b3 
Rd8 24. Qa5 Nc5 25. e5 h6 26. b4 
Nb7 27. Bb7 Bb7 28. Be3 Rc6 29. 
Qc7 Rc7 30. Bb6 Rc4 31. Bd8 Bd8 
32. Na4 d5 33. Nc5 Bc8 34. Rdcl 
Rc1 35. Rc1 Kh7 36. Ral Be7 37. 
Nd3 Bf8 38. b5 Bb7 39. ba Ba8 
40. Rc1 1-0 


White: Vivek Rao 

Black: Ben Finegold 

1. d4 d5 2. c4 e5 3. de d4 4. NPB 
Nc6 5. g3 Be6 6. Nbd2 Qd7 7. Bg2 
О-О-О 8. О-О Һ5 9. Оа4 Һ4 10.Ь4 
hg ll. fg d3 12. e3 Bh3 13. b5 
Nb8 14. Bh3 Qh3 15. Qa7 Nh6 
16. Ne4 Qg4 17. Ned2 Nf5 18. Rf2 
Bb4 19. e4 Bd2 20. ef Bc3 21. 
Rb1 d2 22. Bd2 Rd2 23. Rd2 Bd2 
24. Qf2 Ba5 25. c5 Qf5 26. Rdl 
Nd7 27. Rd5 Nc5 28. Rc5 Bb6 29. 
Кр2 Вс4 30. Ос2 Ор4 31. Ес7- 


КЬ8 32. Ес5 ОҺ3+ 33. КҺ1 ОП+ 
34. Ng] Qel 35. Kg2 Qe3 36. Rc3 
Qgl+ 37. Kf3 Qfl+ 38. Ke4 [5+ 
0-1 


White: James Schuyler 

Black: Adam Lief 

]. е4 сб 2. 43 45 3. Nd2 e5 4. g3 
Bd6 5. Ngf3 Ne7 6. Bg2 O-O 7. 
O-O f5 8. Rel Ng6 9. c4 de 10. f4 
11. a3 a5 12. h3 a4 13. b4 ab 14. 
Nb3 Na6 15. Qc2 fg 16. fg Bh3 
17. Bh3 Rf3 18. Kg2 Rg3+ 19. 
Kg3 Qh4+ 20. Kh2 Rf8 21. Be3 
Nf4 22. Bf4 ef4 23. Qd3 Be5 24. 
Qf3 h5 25. Kg2 Rf6 26. Rh1 Rg6« 
27. Kfl Rg3 28. Be6+ Kf8 29. 
Qh5 Bal 31. Nal Nc7 32. Bc8 Ra3 
33. Nc2 Rc3 34. Nd4 Rc4 35. NfS 
Rcl+ 36. Kf2 bS 37. Rh7 Ne8 38. 
Be6 1-0 


White: Andy Serotta 

Black: Danny Edelman 

l. Nf3 g6 2. c4 Bg? 3. Nc3 d6 4. 
g3 Nf6 5. Bg2 O-O 6. O-O Nc6 7. 
d4 a6 8. h3 Rb8 9. Be3 b5 10. Nd2 
Bd7 11. Kh2 Na5 12. cb ab 13. b4 
Nc4 14. Nc4 bc 15. a3 c6 16. Qd2 
Re8 17. Rfbl Qc7 18. Bh6 Bh6 
19. Qh6 e5 20. de5 Re5 21. Qf4 
Nd5 22. Qc4 Nc3 23. Qc3 Re2 24. 
Rb2 Rbe8 25. Raa2 R2e5 26. Rd2 
Rh5 27. Re2 Re6 1/2-1/2 


Round 7 


White: Adam Lief 

Black: Danny Edelman 

1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 g6 3. Nc3 Bg7 4. 
e4 d6 5. Nf3 O-O 6. Be2 c5 7. Bc3 





) 


Ng4 8. Bg5 f6 9. Bh4 Nc6 jo. 
Ne7 11. Nd2 h5 12. h3 Nh6 13,4) 
hg 14. hg Nf7 15. Qc2 c5 16. Ry 
Bd7 17. £3 Nc8 18. Bd3 Bho 

Bg3 Ка? 20. O-O-O Rh8 21. Ri. 
a6 22. Kb1 Na7 23. Nc2 Qd x 
Bel b5 25. Kal Nc8 26. Nb3 Ny. 
27. Ng3 b4 28. Nd2 a5 29. Nj! 
a4 30. Qd1 a3 31. b3 Bf4 32. ji 
Rh2 33. Rh2 Rh8 34. Rh8 Ki 
35. Ne3 Kg7 36. Qh1 Qd8 37. Ne | 
Вр5 38. КЬІ Qh8 39. Qh8« Ki | 
40. Kc2 Kg? 41. Ng3 Bf4 42. Kj | 
Ng8 43. Ke2 Ng5 44. Bel Nhi | 
Kf2 Kf7 46. Nc2 Bg3+ 47. Код f | 
48. gf gf 49. Nb4 fe 50. fe cb 5| | 
ВЬ4 52. Ваз Ме8 53. Всі МП 

a4 Kd8 55. a5 Kc7 56. b4 7 

Be3 Bc8 58. c5 dc 59. bc Bb7 4 

a6 Ba8 61. Kf3 Nd8 62. Всё МП | 
63. Bd2 Kc8 64. Bd3 Nd8 65.« | 
Nc6 66. dc Bc6 67. Bg5 Nd 


1/2-1/2 


White: Stuart Rachels 

Black: Alex Sherzer 

1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 d6 3. d4 cd 4. Ni! 
Nf6 5. Nc3 Nc6 6. Bg5 c6 7. QU 
Be7 8. O-O-O 0-0 9. Nb3 Qb6 10 


ІЗ Rd8 11. Ве3 Ос7 12. 02451) | 
ed Nd5 14. Nd5 Rd5 15. Rd5 ed lk 
g4 NeS 17. Kb1 Nc4 18. Bd4 Qi | 


19. Ваз b6 20. Rdl Be6 21. Nel 
Ne5 22. Be2 Bc5 23. Qg3 Qg3 24 
hg3 Nc6 25. Nb3 Nd4 26. Nd4 Rd 
27. BbS Re7 28. c3 g6 29. Kd 


Bd7 30. Bd7 Rd7 31. Rel Bd4 32. | 


cd Kf8 33. Kd3 [6 34. Кеб КП 3. 
Rc6 Ke7 36. Rel Kd6 37. Rc8 Rg 
38. Rd8 Ke6 39. Rc8 Kd6 40. Кі 
Ke6 41. Re8 1/2-1/2 
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White: Ilya Gurevich 

Black: James Schuyler 

1. е4 b6 2. d4 Bb7 3. Bd3 Nf6 4. 
Qe2 e6 5. Nf3 c5 6. c3 cd 7. cd Nc6 
8. a3 Be7 9. Nc3 d5 10. e5 Nd7 
11. b4 a6 12. O-O b5 13. Be3 Nb6 
14. Nd2 Ne5 15. de d4 16. Nb3 de 
17. Qe3 O-O 18. Rfd1 Nd5 19. Nd5 
Bd5 20. Be4 Re8 21. Bd5 ed 22. 
Qd3 Qb6 23. Qd5 Rfd8 24. Qf3 f6 
25. ef Bf6 26. Rd8+ Rd8 27. Rel 
Qd6 28. g3 ВЬ2 29. Мс5 042 30. 
Re? Qcl+ 31. Kg2 Bc3 32. Ве? 
Rf8 33. Qd5+ Kh8 34 Qf7 Rg8 35. 
Re8 1-0 


White: Ben Finegold 

Black: Peter Yu 

l. d4 NÍ6 2. c4 g6 3. Nc3 Bg7 4. 
е4 46 5. МІЗ О-О 6. Ве2 е57. 43 
43 8. 048 К48 9. Вр5 сб 10. Ме5 
Re8 11. O-O-O Na6 12. f4 Nc5 13. 
Bf3 h6 14. Bf6 Bf6 15. Nd3 Bc3 
16. Nc5 Ba5 17. g3 Rab8 18. e5 
Bb6 19. Ne4 Be3« 20. Kc2 Bf5 
21. Rd3 Be4 22. Be4 Bb6 223. 
Rhdl Rbd8 24. Rd7 Rd7 25. Rd7 
Rb8 26. g4 Bg1 27. fS Bh2 28. c6 
fe 29. f3 h5 30. Bg6 hg 31. c7 g3 
32. К48- Кр7 33. Вс4 1-0 


Round 8 


White: Danny Edelman 

Black: Ilya Gurevich 

1. е4 с5 2. МІЗ с6 3. 44 са 4. М44 
аб 5. №3 Qc7 6. Bd3 Nf6 7. 0-0 
Bd6 8. Nf3 Ng4 9. h3 h5 10. Qc2 
Nc6 11. Nd1 b5 12. a4 Bc5 13. 
Ne3 Nd4 14. hg Ne2+ 15. Be2 Bc3 
16. fe hg 17. Nd4 Qg3 18. Bd2 


Qh4 19. Bel g3 20. Bg3 Qg3 21. 
КЇЗ Qh2+ 22. Kf2 Qh4« 23. Rg3 
Rh6 24. Nf3 Qe4 0-1 


White: James Schuyler 
Black: Stuart Rachels 


1. e4 c5 2. f4 g6 3. Nf3 Bg7 4. 


Nc3 Nc6 5. Bb5 Nd4 6. a4 a6 7. 


Bc4 e6 8. d3 Ne7 9. e5 d5 10. ed6 
О46 11. Ne4 Qc7 12. c3 Ndf5 13. 
a5 Nd5 14. Qe2 Nf4 15. Qf2 0-0 
16. 0-0 Bd7 17. Qc5 Bc6 18. Bf4 
Qf4 19. Rael Qc7 20. g4 Nh6 21. 
Qg5 Rad8 22. Nd4 Be4 23. Re4 
Kh8 24. Rf3 e5 25. Ne2 f6 26. 
Qe3 f5 27. gf5 gf5 28. Rh4 Rf6 
29. Rfh3 Rg6+ 30. Kfl Qc6 31. 
Kel e4 32. de4 Qc4 33. ef5 Nf5 
34. Rc4 Ne3 35. Re3 Bh6 36. Rg3 
Кеб 37. Kf2 Re5 38. b4 Rh5 39. 
h4 Rh5 40. Rd4 Rf8^ 41. Kel Be3 
Rd7 Bf2+ 43. Kd2 Bg3 44. Ng3 
Rf3 45. Nh1 Rh3 46. NM Rh2 47. 
КІ? Kg8 48. Rf4 Rh5 49. c4 R5h4 
50. Rh4 Rh4 51. Kd3 Rf4 52. Ne4 
h5 53. b5 h4 54. ba6 ba6 55. Ke3 
Rf5 0-1 


White: Peter Yu 
Black: Vivek Rao 


l. c4 e6 2. Nf3 d5 3. b3 c5 4. Bb2 
Nc6 5. e3 Nf6 6. Be2 d4 7. ed cd 8. 
Bd3 e5 9. Qe2 Bg4 10. Na3 Bc5 
11. Nc2 0-0 12. 0-0-0 Re8 13. h3 
Bf3 14. gf a5 15. Rdgl a4 16. Bc4 
Qb6 17. Qd3 Na5 18. ba Qa6 19. 
Ba3 Rec8 20. RgS Ne4 21. fe 
Ba34 22. Na3 Nc4 23. Nc4 Кс4» 
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24. Kdl Rcl^ 0-1 
Round 9 


White: Ben Finegold 
Dlack: James Schuyler 


1. 44 МІ6 2. с4 е6 3. Nc3 Bb4 4. 
Qc2 c5 5. dc5 Nc6 6. Nf3 0-0 7. 
Bf4 Вс5 8. е3 45 9. 0-0-0 Оа5 10. 
Nd2 Be7 11. Nb3 Qb6 12. с5 048 
13. a3 e5 14. Bg5 Be6 15. Bf6 
Bf6 16. Nd5 Bd5 17. Bc4 Bg2 18. 
К48 19. Rgl Bf3 20. Qf5 1-0 


White: : Ilya Gurevich 
Black: Adam Lief 


l. e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 4. 
Ba4 Nf6 5. 0-0 Be7 6. Rel Ь5 7. 
Bb3 d6 8. c3 0-0 9. h3 Nb8 10. d4 
Nbd7 11. Nbd2 Bb7 12. Bc2 Re8 
13. Nf1 Bf8 14. Ng3 g6 15. a4 
Вр7 16. 45 Qe7 17. Bg5 h6 18. 
Be3 c6 19. dc6 Bc6 20. Qd2 Kh7 
21. b4 45 22. аЬ5 аЬ5 23. е5 Ва5 
24. М2 Qe6 25. Ng4 Ng4 26. hg4 
Ral 27. Ral e4 28. Rdl Bc6 29. 
Be4 Ne5 30. Bc6 Qc6 31. Qd7 Bd4 
32. Qf4 Nf6 33. Ral Re7 34. Qb8 
Re8 35. Qa7 Qc4 36. Nf1 Ng4 37. 
047 В44 38. с44 МІ6 39. Qd6 Kg7 
40. Ne3 Qe2 41. Qc7 Re3 42. fe3 
Qe3+ 43. Khl Qd4 44. Rf1 Qb4 
45. Qe5 Qh4« 46. Kgl Qg5 47. 
Qd4 h5 48. Kh2 b4 49. Rf3 b3 50. 
Rfl b2 51. Qb2 Qh4+ 52. Kgl 
Qg5 53. Qc3 h4 54. Rf3 h3 55. g3 
h2 56. КҺІ 1-0 
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INNOVATIVE 
OPENINGS 


by Ganesan 
If you play 1. е4, you 
c5 2. Nf3 d6 
fairly often. I'd like to show you a 


probably meet 1. ... 


practical opening system against 
this move order. This nameless 
line is not well known -- you 
won't find it, for example, in 
Gufeld's book on the Sicilian. 
Black players are unlikely to 
know its subtleties while you'll be 
well armed after reading this 
article. 

Our system, 1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 
d6 3. c3, resembles the Alapin - 
Sveshnikov (1l. е4 с5 2. c3) but 


leads to independent play. In the 


Alapin - Sveshnikov, Black's 
most reliable defences are 2. ... d5 
and 2. ... Nf6. In our system, 3. 


.. d5 is a loss of tempo while 3. 
NÍ6 will 


Already at move 3, you may well 


not transpose. 
have thrown all your opponent's 


opening preparation out the 


window! Some obscure openings 
are intrinsically dubious, but that 
is not the case here -- 3. c3 is no 
the Sicilian main 


worse than 


lines. In passing, note that the 


delayed c3 is also playable after 


Black’s other common 2nd 
moves, 2. ... Nc6 and 2. ... e6. In 
both cases, however, 3. ... d5 


tends to transpose to the Alapin - 
Sveshnikov. 
After 1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 d6 3. 





c3 NÍ6 (other Black 3rd moves 
generally transpose), the first 
that 


point is the e-pawn is 


indirectly protected. If you're 
lucky, you may be able to lure 
your opponent into 4. ... Nxe4?? 
5. Qa4« (a nameless CCJ staff 
member lost a tournament game 
once this way!). White has three 
major options at his 4th move. 

We will examine each with a 


complete game. 


1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 d6 3. c3 Nf6 
A. Less common 4th moves 
B. 4. Be2 

C. 4. Bd3 

D. 4. h3 


A. Less common 4th moves 
White: A. Alekhine 
Black: A. Tsvetkov 
Buenos Aires (olympiad) 
1939 


4. е5 

Alternatives: a) 4. Qc2 Bg4 
5. d4 Nbd7 6. Be3 e6 7. dxc5 Bxf3 
8. gxf3 Nxc5 9. Bxc5 dxc5 10. 
Bb5+ Ke7!? with a randomized 
position, Lein-McCambridge, 
New York 1985. 

b) 4. Bc4 is a sly try, hoping 
for 4. ... Nxe4? 5. Qa4+ followed 
by Bxf7+. Keller-Chandler, 
Lucerne 1985, continued instead 
4. ... Nc6 5. Qe2 Bg4 6. d3 c6 7. 
Nbd2 Be7 8. h3 Bh5 9. Nfl. 

4. ... dxeS 

If you play 2. c3 , this move 
order is a useful psychological 


trick to avoid the 2. ... d5 lines. 


systematically 





Players today would probably | 
Nd5, with a likely 
transposition to the 2. c3 Nf6 


reply Ae ... 
system. For this reason, | don‘ 
recommend 4. c5. It's worthwhile 
playing over this game anyway, | 
as it 


shows a masterful 


Superior | 
endgame that White can get in ci | 


exploitation of the 


systems. 
5. Nxe5 Nc6 
5. ... Nbd7 is more cautious. | 
6. Nxc6 Ьхсб 7, Ва 
Вү5 8. d3 еб 9. 083 047 10, 
h3 Be? 11. Nd2 Rd8 1), 
0-0 Bxd3 13. Bxd3 Qxd 
14. Qxc6+ Qd7!? | 
Alexander suggests 14. .. | 
| 


| 


Rd7 15. Nf3 Qd5. The endgame is 
unfavourable for Black but he 5 
understandably wants to simplify | 
against Alekhine. | 
15. Qa6?! 0-0 16. № 
Qc7 17. Qxa5 Qxa5? | 
17. ... Qb7 is better. 
18. Nxa5 Rd6 | 





pawn majority while Black's own 


| 
| 
White has a useful Queenside | 


Queenside is weakened. Alekhine 


squeezes his 


opponent off the board. 





ably | 
kely | 


М6 
lon’ 
vhile 
Way, 
:rful 
Гог 


іп c3 


JUS. 


Dc4 


12. 
)х43 


Пе 15 
t he 
plify 


№4 


aside 
own 
hine 

his 





—. — - .. - 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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19. Be3 Ra6 20. Nb3 
Rc8 | 

According to Alexander, 20. 
г. C4 offered better chances. 


21. c4! 

Preventing ... c4 and 
controlling d$. 

21. Kf8 22. Вга 


Rd6 23. Rxd6 Bxd6 24. Rdl 
Ке7 25. №5 Ве5 26. Каз! 
Rc7 

26. ... Bxb2 27. Rb3 Be5 28. 
Rb7+ followed by Rxa7 (if 28. .. 
Кс7? 29. Ксб-). 

27. Rb3 М47 28. [4 Bd6 
29. Kf2 Nb6 30. Kf3 Kd7 
31. Rd3 Ke7 32. g4 

Alekhine gains space on the 
Kingside before returining to the 
break b4. 

32. .. f6 33. h4 Ма4 
34. КЪЗ Na6 35. Rb5 Kd7 
36. hS Ke7 37. a3 Kd7 38. 
Ke4 Ke7 39. Kd3 Kd7 40. 
Nb3 Na4 41. Nd2 Ксб 42. 
b3 Nb6 43. Ме4 М47 44. 
Ка5 Ве7 45. Мс3 ВЬ7 46. 
NbS Kb6 47. b4 a6 48. Nc3 
Kc7 


Otherwise Na4+. 


49. Rxa6 cxb4 590. 
Nb5+ Kd8 S51. axb4 Bxb4 
52. Rxe6 Bc5 53. Bd2 Nf8 


54. Rc6 Nd7 55. Ke4 Ke7 
56. Kd5 Bgl 57. Bb4« Kd8 
58. Кеб 1-0 

White will play 59. 
followed by a Knight mate. 


Ве7- 


B. 4. Bc2 
White: E. Torre 
Black: J. Ehlvest 


Zagreb (interzonal) 1987 


4. Be2 Nc6 
Alternatives: a) 4. ... Nbd7 5. 
d3 bo [5 


best equalizing line against 4. 


c4 may be Black's 


Ве2, but I haven't seen any 
practical examples] 6. 0-0 Bb7 7. 
Nbd2 e6 [7. ... g6 8. Rel Вр7 9. 
ВП 0-0 10. 44 e6 = Georgiev - 
Ftacnik, Prague 1985] 8. Re1 Be7 
9. ВП Ne5 - Malaniuk - Karolyi 
Tbilisi 1986. 

b) 4. ... g6 5. 0-0 Bg? 6. Rel 
[interesting is 6. Bb5« Nbd7 7. 
Rel 0-0 8. d4 Ne8 9. h3 Nc7 10. 
Bd3 b5 Romanshin-Kupreichik, 
Frunze 1985] 6. ... 0-0 7. Bf1 Nc6 
8. h3 [8. d4] e5 9. d3 h6 10. a3 
Bd7 11. b4 = Torre-Andersson, 
Buenos Aires 1978. 

c) 4. ... e6 5. 0-0 Ве? 6. 43 
0-0 7. Bg5 b6 8. Nbd2 Bb7 9. Rel 
Nbd7 10. Bf1 Ne5 11. d4 Nxf3« 
12. Qxf3 cxd4 13. cxd4 Nd5 14. 
Bxe7 Nxe7 15. Racl Romanishin 
- Korchnoi, Tilburg 1985. 

Playing through these lines 


, 


should give you a feel for typical 
White strategy after 3. c3. White 
often plays d3, deferring d4 until a 
The 
manouevre Rel followed by Bf1 is 


more appropriate moment. 
also common. Another point is 
the resemblance to the Ruy Lopez 
if Black plays ... e5. Your 
Opponent , having played the 
Sicilian, is less likely to be 
comfortable in such setups. 

5. d4 

Offering a gambit that looks 


sound to me. Also playable is 5. 
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d3 g6 [5. ... c4!? 6. Nbd2 or the 
unclear 6. d4 Nxe4 7. d5 NaS 8. b4 
cxb3 9. axb3] 6. 0.0 Ва? 7. 44! 
0-0 [7. ... сх44 8. cxd4 d5 9. c5 
Ne4 9. Nel with the Knight on e4 
precariously placed] 8. d5 Nb8 9. 
Nfd2 e5 10. a4 Nbd7 11. Na3 with 
a space advantage, Ljubojevic - 
van der Wiel, Amsterdam 1986. 

Sr uc b 

Not 5. ... Nxe4?? 6. d5 and 7. 
Qa4+. If Black wants the pawn, he 
has to go in for 5. ... cxd4 6. cxd4 
Nxe4 7. d5 Qa5+ 8. Nc3, but 
White gets plenty of play: a) 8. ... 
Ne5 9. Nxe5 [Or 9. 0-0 Nxc3 10. 
bxc3 Nxf3+ 11. Bxf3 with a lead 
in development] 9. ... dxe5 10.0-0 
Nd6 11. Bd2 with the initiative, 
Palatnik - Ljubojevic, Belgrade 
1974. 

b) 8. ... Nxc3 9. bxc3 Ne5 
10. Мхе5 4хе5 [ 10. ... Qxc3+?! 
11. В42 Охе5 12. 0-0 Ох45 13. 
КЬ1! еб (ог 13. ... a6 14. ВІЗ) 14. 
Bb5« Bd7 15. Bxd7+ Kxd7 16. 
Qa4+ Kd8 17. Rb5 + - Basman - 
Stean, Hastings 1973/74] 11. 0-0 
сб 12. КЬІ! [Simpler than 
Palatnik's 12. Bf3 exd5 13. Bxd5 
Bc5 14. Bxf7+ Kxf7 15. 043) 12. 
.. аб (12. ... Вс5 13. Вь5- Ке? 
(Georgiev-Sindik, West Berlin 
1986) 14. Qg4! g6 15. Qh4« f6 
16. Bc4 with advantage] 13. d6! 
[Also 13. Bf3 exd5 14. Bxd5 Bc5 
15. Bxf7+ Shmit - Palatnik, USSR 
1207711577965 Tor 13. O5 
14. Rb6! intending Bf3] 14. Bc3 
Qxd6 15. Qc2 Be7 16. Rfd1 with a 
strong attack, Kostina - Zaitscva, 
Moscow 1978. 
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Knowledge of these 
variations may easily net you a 
few quick victories!. 

6. Nbd2 cxd4 7. cxd4 
Be7 8. 0-0 0-0 9, Rel c5?! 

9... 45 10. е5 leaves Black's 
QB bad but he should continue 
hedgehog fashion with 9. ... b6. 

10. 45 МЬ8 11. ВГІ Ne8 
12. Nc4 Nd7 13. Bd2 g6 
14. g3 [5 15. ехі5 рхі5 16. 
Bh3 Ng7?! 

16. ... Nc5 - Ftacnik. 

17. Bb4 Rf6 

Or 17. ... Nf6 18. Nfxe5!. 

18. Rel Rh6 

18. ... b6!?. 

19. Bg2 Rg6 20. 
Kh8 

20. 4. BD 21, Nexe3t ZO. 
Bf8 21. Qa3 Nb6 22. Nxb6 Qxb6 
23. Nxc5!. 

21. Qa3 е4 22. NfeS!? 

White is also winning after 
the simpler 22. Nd4. 

4452 -ә: Мкебз,,22. 
Rf6 24. №4 

With the threat of 25. Ba5 
Qe8 26. Bc3 Rf8 27. Nxb6. 

24. .. b6 25. NeS! Bf8 
26. Nc6 Qd7 27. Bc3 Rf7 
`28. f3 exf3 29. Bxf3 Kg8 

От 29. ... f4 30. BhS Rf5 31. 
3р4. 

30. 0а4 14 31. 
Гхр3 32. Bh5 Rf2 

32. ... gxh2« 33. Khl Rf5 
34. Re7; 32. ... Qh3 33. Bxf7+ 
Kf7 [33. ... Kh8 34. Qxg7+] 34. 
Qf6+ Kg8 35. Ne7+. 


Qb3 


Nxe5 


Qd4 
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33. Ne7+! 
ВЬ7 


In his annotations, Ftacnik 


Kh8 34. Re6! 


also demonstrates wins after 34. 
.. Rxh2 35. Rf1 or 34. ... 048 35. 
Nxc8 Rxc8 36. Re8 or 34. ... Qb7 
35. Re3. One pretty line is 34. .. 
Qc7 35, Qxg7+ Bxg7+ 36. Bxg7+ 
Kxg7 37. Nf5«! Rxf5 38. Rxe74 
Kg8 39. Re8+ Rf8 40. Bf7+ Кр7 
41. Be64. 

35. hxg3 Rg2+ 36. 
Kxg2 Qxe6 37. Nc6 Qh6 

37. ... Bxc6 38. dxc6 d5 39. 
Bf3 Qxc6 40. Qxg7+. 

38. Rfl Kg8 39. Bf7+ 
Kh8 40. ВНІ?! 

In time trouble, Torre misses 
40. Bd2 trapping the Queen. 

40. .. Qg5 41. Rh5 1-0 

.. Qc1 42. Rxh7+! Kxh7 

43. Qe4+ Kh8 44. Qh4+. 


С. 4. В43 


White: E. Martinovic 
Black: G. Sosonko 
Lugano 1985 


4. Bd3 

An idea of Romanishin's. 
White will follow up with Bc2. If 
this appeals to you, try gaining 
even more time on the clock with 





1. е4 c5 2. Bd3!?.Once again, 
e5 by Black results in Ruy Lopa 
like features. 
4. .. Вр4 | 
4. ... g6 5. 0-0 Bg7 6. po. 
Меб 7. h3 e5 8. 43 0-09. Bed | 
Chiburdandze - Polugaevsky, ү | 
1988- the gam | 
continued 10. d4 exd4 11. oi | 
Nb4 12. Nc3 Nxc2 13. Qxc2 Rei | 
14. Кісі Bb7 15. Bg5 cxd4 f | 
Nxd4 h6 17. Bh4 Rc8 мй! 
counterplay. 
4. ... Nc6 5. Вс2 Вр4 6.44 | 
Му. P 7. Be3 Bg7 8. Nbd2 0.0 | 
9. h3 Bd7 10. 0-0 e5 = Short - 
Andersson, Hastings 1979) 7, 
Nbd2 Be7 8. h3 Bh5 9. Nf1 [Alo 
9. 0-0 e.g. 9. ... d5 10. Rel 04 
11. Qe2 Qc7 12. g4 (12. a3 a5- 
Teske - Wojtkiewicz, Polanica 
Zdroj 1988) Bg6 13. Nh4 dxe4 14, 
dxe4 b5?! 15. Ng2! intending f, 
Yudasin - Salov, USSR Ch. 1988) 
9. ... 45 10. Qe2 [10. Ng3 Bg6 1I. 
Qe2 Qc7 12. a3 0-0 13. 0-0 3% 
14. Nh4 unclear , Ostermeycr - | 
Tal, Porz 1981/82] 10. ... h6 Il. | 
Ng3 Bg6 = Martinovic - Cebalo, | 
Zagreb 1985. 
5. Вс2 
5. h3 Bxf3 6. Qxf3 Nc6 7. 
Bb5 Qb6 9. Na3 g6 9. Qe2 a6 10. | 
Ba4 Lein - McCambridge, New | 
York 1984. | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Паппіпре 


ee _ 


p — 


5. .. Мсб 6. 43 261, 
Nbd2 Bg7 8. h3 Bd7 9. a3 

A  prophylactic move, 
preventing ... Nb4 in the event of. ! 
9. ... d5 10. e5 Nh5 11. d4 cxdé 
12. cxd4. 


9... 0-0 10. 0-0 № 


11. Nb3 e5 12. d4 exd4 1}. 
14. Nbxd4 Nxd! 
Bed 45 


cxd4 cxd4 
15. Nxd4 Ne7 16. 





ain, .. | 


Гора ? 
| 


| 

6б. 
Be3b6 | 
суку, | 
game > 
. сй | 
c2 Reg | 
(44 16, | 


) with | 


). 03% | 
42 (4 | 
Shot. | 
791 7, 
| [Also 
el 04 
13 a5 = 


olanica | 





“ерді, | 


Nc6 7, 
a6 10. , 
», New | 


g6 7. 
1:3) 
move, 
vent of | 


4 схй | 


) Nd | 

14 13. 
Nxdd | 

e3 di 





17. Qf3 Qf6 18. Qg3 Rac8 
19. Radi- Rfe8 20. exd5 
Nxd5 21. Bb3 Nb6 22. Nf3 
Ba4?? 

After carefully equalizing, 
Black goes wrong. Not 22. ... 
Qxb2? 23. Bxf7+! but 22. ... Веб 


was sufficient. 





23. Rd6! Qxb2 24. 
Bxf7+! Kxf7 25. Bxb6 Bb5 
29. ao axb6 26.. Of44 


followed by Qxa4 was also 
uninviting. 

26. Bd4! 
Мха4 Кр8 

27. ... Bxfl 28. Qh4! wins 
e.g. 28. ... Re7 29. Qxh7+ Kf8 
30. Qh8+ Kf7 31. R&6#. 

28. Rdl Bad 29, 
Kh8 30. Khli Осі 31. 
Qh6 32. R3d4 1.0 

White follows up with 33. 
Rh4. 


Вха4 27. 


Каз 
Ne6 


D. 4. h3 

White: S. Marjanovic 
Black: S. Kudrin 
Titograd 1984 


4. h3 

A rcfinement on Variation C. 
White wishes to prevent the pin 
-. Вр4. 


4. .. рб 

4. ... Nc6 5. d4 is unclear as 
after 5. ... cxd4 6. cxd4 Nxe4 
White is effectively a tempo down 
on Variation B, having substituted 
h3 for Be2. Instead, White can 
continue his plan with 5. Bd3 e.g. 
5. ... e6 6. Вс2 Ве? 7. 0-0 Be7 8. 
Ое2 0-0 9. К41 Ес8 10. 43 Re8 = 
Marjanovic-van der  Wiel, 
Sarajevo 1984, 

S. Bd3 Bg7 6. Вс2 е5 

6. ... Nc6 7. 0-0 0-0 8. d4 [8. 
Rel e5! is good for Black: 9. Na3 
Nh5  Abramovic-Fedorowicz, 
Hastings 1985; 9. d4 exd4 10. 
cxd4 cxd4 11. Nxd4 Nxd4 12. 
QuiI-.Beb6. 13... Qb4 45 
Dobrovolsky - Ftacnik, Trnava 
1985] 8. ... cxd4 9. cxd4 d5 [ 9. ... 
e5!? 10. d5 Nb4 11. Bb3 Na6 12. 
Nc3 Nc5 13. Bc2 a5 Volchok - 
Zelinsky, corr. 1986] 10. e5 Ne4 
11. Nc3 Bf5 with complications, 
Marjanovic-Browne, Thessaloniki 
1984. 

7. 0-0 0-0 

7. ... Nc6 8. d3 0-0 9. Rel h6 
10. Be3 b6 11. d4 exd4 12. cxd4 
Nb4 13. Nc3 Bb7 14. Bb1 Re8 15. 
d5 Na6 16. Nd2! Smagin-Yrjola, 
Voronezh 1987. 

8. 44 ех44 9. сх44 сх44 

9. ... Nc6 10. dxc5 dxc5 11. 
Nc3 Nd4?! [11. ... Be6] 12. Be3! 
Nxc2 13. Qxc2 b6 14. Radl1 Ос7 
15. e5 with a plus, Velickovic - 
Oll, Tbilisi 1983. 

10. Nxd4 Nc6 11. 
bxc6 12. №3 Ке8 

12. ... d5- Marjanovic. After 
the text, White plays against the 
hanging pawns. 

13. Qf3 Nd7 

13. ... d5 14. Rdl d4 15. Bc3. 


Nxc6 
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14. Ка1 М№е5 15. Qg3 
Db7 16. Ba4 Qc7 17. b3 
Rad8 18. Ba3 Bf8 19. Racl 
Qb8 20. Rc2 f6 21. h4 h5 
22. Rcd2 Kh7 23. Ne2 d5 
24. Bxf8 Rxf8 25. Nf4 Rd6 
26. exd5 cxd5 27. b4 

27. Nxd5 was also playable, 
as 27. ... Qd8 fails to 28. Nxf64 
Rfxf6 29. Qxe5 Rxd2 30. Rxd2 
Qxd2 31. Qe7+ Kg8 32. Qxf6. 

27.7... RES 328. Bc2 
Kh6 29. Nxd5 Bxd5 30. 
Rxd5 Rxd5 31. Rxd5 Qxb4 

Overlooking the reply in 
time pressure. 





32. RxeS5! 


їхевб- 33. 
Охрб+ Kf8 
Ке8 36. Охе5+ 


Qg5« Kg7 34. 
35. 916+ 
Qe7 

36. ... Kf8 37. Qf6+ Ke8 38. 
Qe6+ Kh8 39. Bb3+. 

37. Qxh5« Kf8 38. Bb3 
Qel« 39. Kh2 Qxf2 40. 
Qh6+ Ke7 4l. Bxg8 1-0 


| hope these games have 
shown you that 3. c3 is a fully 
The 
strategically complex positions 


viable opening system. 


that arise favour the better player, 
or the better prepared playcr!. 


The Amazing 
Polgar Sisters 


The next two games are of 
interest to many Polgar followers. 
They are both from this year's 
strong New York Open. 


White: NM Zsofia Polgar 


(2295) 

Black: IM Victor Frias 

(2505) 

Sicilian Defence 

1. c4 c5 2. NB e6 3. d4 cd 4. 
Nxd4 a6 5. Nc 7-6, Be2 b5 7, 


f4 

7. Bf3 Bb7 8. 0-0 Nc6 9. 
Nxc6 dc 10. a4 Bd6 11. ab cb 12. 
е5 Be5 13. Nxb5 ab =, is the main 
line according to BCO. Since 7. 
[4 is less common, Black tries for 
an early advantage. 

7. ...М 8, Na4 Bb7 9. ВІЗ 


МІ6 10. e5 Ne4?! 
10. ...Nd5 is probably more 


The 


temporary but dubious pawn 


solid. text leads to a 
gambit, as we shall soon sec. 
‚ Ве3!? Мс» XC 
13. Nxe6! de 14. Bxb7 
14. Bxc5 allows Black to 
regain the pawn after 14. ...Qxc5 
15. Bxb7 Ra7 A 16. ...Qe3+. 
14. s QabU 15. Baco Ndi 


16. В46 Ох 7. Rf1 Rc8 18. 


Qc2 Oxe2+ 19. Kxe2 Nb6 
19. ...Rxc2+ gives White the 





better endgame after 20. Kd3 Rc8 
21. Bxb4. Much better was 18. 
...Rxc2 and if 19. Qxg2 Rxg2 20. 
Rel Kd7 21. Bxb4 Rxb2 and 
Black remains a pawn up. This 
was Frias’ only chance for a win 
during the game. 
20. Rfc] Nc4 21. Bxb4 Nxb2 
. c4 Na4 ab 4. c5 
0-0? 25. c6! Rfc8 26. c7 Rb5 
26. ...Rb7? loses to 27. Ba5! 
(not 27. Bd6? Rxb1 28. Rxbl 
№3+++--) 27. ...К8хс7 28. Кхс7 
Кхс7 29. Rb8#. But the intended 


Ba5! wins anyway. 


7. Е41 Rd5 28. Rxd5 ed 29. 
Ba5! Resigns 1-0 (Yu, Weiss) 


White: Gata Kamsky 
(2345) 
Black: IM Judit Polgar 

King's Indian Defense 

‚ 44 _ Nf рб 3. Вр5 

Bg7 4. Nbd2 d5 5. e3 0-0 6. c3 b6 
]. Bd3 Bb7 8. Qe2 Ne4 9. Bh4 c5 
10. g4?! 

10. 0-0-0 15 


Kamsky tries for a quick win 


better, but 
without first completing his 
development. 

10, ...М47 11. Ері аб 12. 
Bc2 Qe8 

This 
prepares ...e5. 

13. Nxe4 de 14. Nd2 cd 15. ed 


с5 16. 45 Вх45 17. Мхе4 Мс5 18. 


соттоп manou ver 








a3 Qc6 19, ІЗ Rac8 20. 0-0-0 
Bxe4 21. fe Bf6 22. Bf2 Be7 23. 
КеП?! 

A waste of time. Now Black's 
attack comes faster. 


23. ...Na4 24. Bel b5 25. 
Bxa4 





Kamsky prefers opening 
more lines to his own King to 
having Polgar's pawns walk down 
the a and b files. 

25. ...ba 26. Rd5 Rb8 27. 
КІЗ КЫЗ 28. R2 R8 29. QNB 

6 30 b6 3]. Of3 f6 32. 

Qe2 

32. Qg2 holds on to the 
Queen only a few moves longer 
due to 32. ...Bxa3 33. Ба КЫ! 34. 
Kd2 Qb2+ 35. Ke3 Rxel+ 36. Ке2 
Охс3% 37, .КІ2 Кхеда ,420. 
...Rb24 (32. Qh1!? Bxa3 33. ba 
Rb1+ 34. Kd2 Qxf2!!) 

32. ...Bxa3_ 33. ba Rbl+ 34. 
Kd2 Rb2+ 35. Kd3 Rxe2 36. Kxe2 

bl 37. Rd3 Qa2+ 38. Bd2 Qc4 

39. Ke3 Qc5+ 40., Ke2 Qb5 41. 
Rxf6 Rd8 42. Rff3 Qc4 43. Rfe3 
Rxd3 44. Rxd3 Qxce4« 45. Re3 
Qxg4« 46. Kf2 Oh4« 47. Kg2 Qc4 
Rel Qxh2+ 51. Ke3 Qc2 52. Bd2 


Kel Qg3+ 56. Kfl h4 57. Be3 h3 
58. Bg] Of3+ 59. Kel 


0-1 (Yu, Weiss) 








xc3+ 


for 
To 
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Kasparov the 
Chessplayer 


by Richard Shorman and 


Peter Yu 
Botvinnik, whose chess 
camp for especially gifted 


youngsters was once attended by 
former world champion Anatoly 
Karpov, had described Gary 
Kasparov as the. most promising 
student he had ever taught, Karpov 
included. This was back in 1980, 
when now world champ Kasparov 
was at the tender age of sixteen. 
But today Botvinnik's prediction 
seems obvious as Kasparov has 
already won and successfully 
defended his title against Karpov. 
Today, Kasparov, the 
celebrated champion, sits on top 
of the world. This has been 
evidenced by his guest appearance 
on the David Letterman Show and 
his recent Playboy interview. But 
amidst all this hype, chess players 
must not forget the real Kasparov. 
Put away all of the joking, 
politics and gender - related issues 
have 


and we Kasparov the 


Chessplayer. Let's step back in 
ime now as we follow a little of 
Gary's fast rise to the top of the 
chess world. 

When Bobby Fischer was 16, 
he finished third (shared) behind 
Tal and Gligoric at Zurich, 1959. 
Boris Spassky at 16 placed equal 
fourth at Bucharest, 1953 behind 


Tolush, Petrosian and Smyslov. 


In 1979, Kasparov won first prize 
at Banja Luka, Yugoslavia in his 
first international 
ahead of 


including Petrosian, Andersson, 


tournament 


14 grandmasters, 


Smejkal and Browne. 

Here is an annotated game by 
Kasparov to provide some insight 
into the depth and clarity of his 
then still very youthful play. 


White: Gary Kasparov 
(Azerbaijan) 
Black: A. Butnorius 
(Lithuania) 
USSR Team Championships, 
Moscow, 1979 


Queen's Indian Defense 
1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. N(3 Bb4 
A perfectly 





acceptable 
alternative to 3. ...b6 for Black in 
Queen's Indian set-ups. 

4. Nbd2 

Of White's two roughly equal 
choices here, 4. Bd2 and 4. Nbd2, 
I prefer the second. 

4. ...0-0 5. e3 

Miles - Gonza (1978) 
continued 5. a3 Bd2 6. Qd2 b6 7. 
g3 Bb7 8. Bg2 46 9. 0-0 МЬ47, 


and control over the square c4 


allowed Black to maintain 
balance. 
5. 206 





Another way to play is 5. 
...с5 6. аЗ Ва2 7. 042 Њ 8. Вс2 
d5 9. 0-0 Ba6 10. dc bc 11. b3, 
with a small advantage. Also to 
bc considered is the unassuming 6. 
dc Bc5 7. Bd3 Nc6 8. a3 a5 9. b3. 
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6. В43 ВЬ7 7. 0-0 45 8. a3 


Bd2 

On 8. ...Bd6 unpleasant 
would be 9. b4 c5 10. bc bc 11. 
Rb1! 

2. Bd2 

Tempting is 9. Nd2, so as to 
play the Bishop to b2 after 9. 
...Nbd7 10. cd ed 11. b4, 6; 11. 
...€5 12. dc bc 13. Bb2, with an 
edge, but 10. ...Nd5 11. Nf3 c5 
would give Black a satisfactory 
game. 

9. ...Nbd7 10, cd Bd5 

Black's prospects are nil 
following 10. ...ed 11. b4. 

11. b4 c5 12. Есі! 

Also possible was 12. dc bc 
13. Bc3 Ne4 14. Bb2, inasmuch as 
White's two Bishops compensate 
for the weakness of his King-side 
pawns after 12. ...Bf3! 13. gf be. 
Unconvicing is 12. Bc3? Ne4 13. 
Bb2 c4, etc. 

Black banks on his active 
minor pieces and the weakness of 


White's c4 square to give him 


good chances, but һе 
underestimates the power of 
White's Bishop pair in a 


progressively open position, as 
well as the weakness of his own c6 


square. As a matter of fact, Black 


had nothing better, since 12. 
...Bf3 13. Qf3 cd 14. ed leads to a 
position where a draw would be the 
best he could hope for, while 12. 
...Rc8 is met by 13. Ba6! 

13. Nd4 Ме5 14. Ваб! 


l'irmly scizing control over 
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the c-file. Weaker is 14. Be2 Ne4 
15. Bel Nd6! 

14. ...Ne4 15. Bel 

The two Bishops must be 
preserved, as after 15. f3 Nd2 16. 
042 Ос?! 17. e4 Bb7 18. Bb7 Qb7 
chances are equal, e.g., 19. f4 Ng6 
20. І5 Ме5! 

15. ...Ов5! 

Black tries to 


problems tactically, but he falls 


solve his 


out of the frying pan and into the 
On the other hand, the 
natural 15. ...Nd6 also leaves 
White on top after 16. Qe2! NfS 
Бі: Во. 


16. 14 Орб 17. (е №5 18, 


Bg3 Na6 
And not 18. ...Qc4 due to 19. 


Qc2 Na6 20. Rf4! Qe5 21. Вод, 
and White wins a piece. 


fire. 


Now, 
however, Black appears to have 


achieved a reasonable position. 


^ 
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19. Nf5! 

Exploiting the circumstance 
that his Knight is immune from 
capture (since after 19. ...ef 20. 
Qd5 the difference in strength 
between the Bishop at g3 and the 
Knight on a6 would be too great), 
White plants it on d6, where it 


will powerfully restrict the 
mobility of Black's pieces and 
facilitate the push e3-e4. 

19. ...Кае8 

Very bad would be 19. ...Qg5 
because of 20. h4! Qd8 21. Nd6. 

20. Nd6 Re7 21. Rf4! 

Bringing the Rook to the 
fourth rank for the attack on the 
enemy King and to prepare for 
stacking White's heavy pieces on 
the f-file for pressure against f7 
pawn. In addition, Black must 
guard against the threat of 22. Rg4 
Qh6 23. Bf4 Qh5 24. Rg7, etc. 

Lo ‚е4 Ва8 23. ВҺ4 
Rd7 

Inferior is 23. ...f6 24. ef gf 
25. Rc3, with a strong attack for 
White. 

24. Rc3 Qh6 

On 24. ...Nc7 White had in 
mind the following plan of action: 
25. Rg3 Qh7 (25. ...Qh6 26. Bg5 
Qh7 27. Rh4 g6 28. Bf6) 26. 
Rg5!? g6 27. Qa4 b5 28. Qa7, 
with decisive advantage after 
either 28. ...Nd5 29. Qd7 Nf4 30. 
Qb5 or 28. ...f6 29. ef Rd6 (29. 
...Nd5 30. f7) 30. f7 Rf7 31. Qb8. 

25. Of1 Nc7 26. Rcf3! 

Also forceful would be 26. 
Rg3 Ne8 27. Bg5 Qh7 28. Ne8 
Re8 29. Bf6 g6, but in this case 
Black 
semblance of play. 

Ол do 

Black can hardly afford to 


would retain some 


grant White an additional two 
tempi by 26. ...Ор6 27. Ер3 Оһ? 
28. Bf6 рб, although White does 


not have to follow this course, but 





may prefer an immediate 27. Bf6 
instead. 





27. сіб! 


Calculating this continuation 


cost me more than 30 minutes, 
even though it was clear that the 
resulting complications must 
favor the better mobilized forces. 
All the while I searched for the 
clearest path to victory. 

27. ...Rd6 

The defense, 27. 
...65!7, encounters an effective 
refutation in 28. Qc4 Kh7 (Bad is 
28. ...Bd6 29. ed ef 30. Nf5) 29. 
fg ef 30. Nf5! (Not so clear is 30. 
gfQ Qf8.), and Black loses his 
Queen, e.g., 30. ...Rd1 31. Rf 
ЕГІ 32. КП 06 33. gfN, etc. 
Bf8 

In case of 30. RfS Black has 
some saving chance after 30. Rf7 
31. Rf7 Rg6, and then ...Nc6. 

30. ...cf 31. Bd6 

Weaker is 31. Be7 Rf6! 32. 
f8Q Rf8 33. Bf8 Nc6 or 32. Bf6 
Qf6 33. Rf4 Qd4 34. КҺІ №6 35. 
[ВО Nf8 36. Rf8 Bed, with 
technical difficulties for White, 
which I 


other 


avoid by 


wanted to 








holding on.to the е4 pawn for the 
endgame. The move 31. Rf4? is 
repelled by 31. ...Rf6! 

3l. ...Od6 32. Od3 Qe7 33. 
Qc4 

Sufficiently strong would 
have been 33. Qd7 Qd7 34. f8N, 
etc., but I had decided not to trade 
Queens. 

33. ...Khó 

If 33. ...Ne6, then 34. Qe6! 
Totally hopeless is 33. ... bS 34. 
[8Q Qf8 35. Qc7 Be4 36. Rf4 Qc8 
37. КГ7 Ор8 38. Qa7, etc. 

34. Kf4 

Unnecessary complications. 
The simplest win was 34. f8Q Qf8 
35. Qc7 g5 36. Rd3. 

34. ...Ne6 35. Qc8 

Now 35. Оеб Qce6 36. f8Q 
Bc4 is no longer so clear. 

35. ...Od6 36. Oh8 Kg6 37. 
f8N Nf8 38. Of8 Odl 

Or 38. ...Qd4 39. Kf1 Qdl1 40. 
КЇ2 and so forth as in the game. 

39. Kf2 

Also good would have been 
39. Rf1 Qd4 40. Qf2 Qe4 41. Qf7 
Kh6 42. Qf4 Qf4 43. Rf4, with a 
winning endgame, but I had long 
since decided not to surrender the 
pawn at c4. 

39. ...Od2 40. Kg3 
Kh3 


— d 


е1:41. 


The pawn on e4 is indirectly 
gaurded by virtue of 41. ...Be4 42. 
Qc8 (which explains why the 
Qucen checked at h8 earlier). Here 
Black adjourned the game but then 
resigned without resuming play. 

1-0 (Kasparov) 


East Coast 
Connection 


by Joel Salman 


Here is an instructive ending. 
Black, an expert; resigned in the 
diagrammed position. Black was: 

a) correct in his evaluation 

b) premature in his 
resignation 

C) both a and b 

The correct answer is c). The 
position is indeed won for White, 
but there are some tricks and ] 
White 


endgame 


would have made 


demonstrate his 


technique. 
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White to move. 


1. Kd5? 


How many of us might have 


Section | 


played 1. Kd5?, permitting Black 
to draw by 1. ...Rxc7! 2. Rxc7 
Kxg2 and now: 

A) 3. Rc2« Kf3 (keeping 
the White King away; 3. ...Kgl? 
4. Ke4 h3 J KI h2 6.Rcl 
mate) 4. Ke5. h3 5. Rc3« Kg2 
6. Kf4 h2 7. Rc2« Kh3 = 


20 


В) 3. Ке7+ КГЗ 4. Rh7 
Kg3 5. Ke4 h3 6. Rg7« KN с; 
6. Ke3 Kg2 (6....h22 7. Rg74 
Kh3 8. Kf2 hl=N+ 9. Kf3 wins) 
7. Ke2. h2 8. Rg74 Khl! - 
(8. ...Kh3? 9. Kf2) or 7. Rg74 
ALI Ch .Ah12.8; Kf3- Kh2 
9. Rg8 Khl 10. Kg3 h2 11. Rb7 
Kgl 12.Rbl1 mate) 8. Ra7 
(8. Rb7?- see below) h2 9. Ral+ 
Kg2 10.Ra2+ Kg3! = 
(10. ...Kg1? 11. Kf3 +- ; note 
that if 8. Rb7? then 10. ...Kgl 
11. Kf3 h1-Q^ 12. Kg3 Qe4!) 


Section Il. 1. Kd4! 

The proper way is to move 
the King closer with 1.Kd4 
(1. Kd3 is also good). Now 


l. ...Rxc7 fails to 2. Rxc7 Kxg2 
3. Кр7+ КЕЗ (3. ...КҺ2? 4. Кез 
h3 5. Kf3 Khl 6. Kg3 h2 7. Ra7 
Kgl 8. Ral mate) 4. Rh7 Kg3 
5. Ke3 h3 6. Rg7+ Kh2 7. Kf3 
and we're in the above note to 
Black's third move. 

What if Black decides to sit 
instead? 1. Kd4 Kgl 2. Ke4 Khl 
3. Kf4 Kh2 (any Rook check 
allowing White access to 45 or e5 
will lose quickly; 3. ...Rf84 
4. Ke5. Rc8 5. Kd6 etc) 4. Kf3! 
(not 4. Kg4? Kxg2 5. Kxh4+ Kf3 
when Black's king wins the race 
back and the cut off attempt 
6. Re7 allows 6. ...Kf4 taking 
the opposition) and now: 

A) 4....Rf8+ 5.Kg4 Kxg2 
(5. ...Rh8 6. Rd7 will lead to thc 
mainline) 6. Kxh4+ Kf3 7. Rd7! 
Rc8 8. Kg5 Ke4 9. Kf6 and with 








2] 


the King cut off White wins. 

B) 4...Khl 5.Rh7 Kgl 
(5. ...Rf8« 6. Kg4 Kxg2 7. Rd7 
etc. as in A) 6. Rxh4 Rxc7 7. g3 
wins (even this late in the game 
White can throw it away - 7. g4? 
Кс3+! 
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Now Black draws as White 
has no shelter for his King from 
the flank checks; Black's Rook, 
after driving White's King from 
protecting the pawn, will return to 
the 4th rank, imprisoning White's 


Rook on h4) Ьу allowing 


White to shelter his King 
and advance toward the 
queening square - 7....Rc3+ 
8. Kg4 Rc4+ 9.Kh3 Rc3 


10. Rf4 Ra3 11. Kh4 etc. 
Worth the time to play out, 
don't you think? (Giordani and 


Salman) 


White: L. Rowley 2250 
Black: J. Salman 2102 


Maryland Eastern Congress 


Sicilian: Lasker-Pelikan 


1. c4 c5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. d4 cd 
4. Nxd4 Nf6 5. Nc3 c5 6. Ndb5 





d6 7. Bg5 a6 8. Bxf6 gf 9. Na3 
[5!? 

My opponent thought for 
several minutes before making his 
next move, so this older line must 
have been a surprise to him He 
wasn't the only one - I usually 
5.53 Неге, While 


thinking about the next few 


play 9. 


moves, I reached out, advanced my 
f-pawn, and then went to write 
"b5" on my scoresheet. Oops! 

10. Oh5 

One of many continuations 
and naturally the one I remembered 
the least. 

10. ...b5 11. 0-0-0 

A small aside of which the 
books don't approve. Mainline 
begins 11. Naxb5 ab 12. Bxb5 
Bb7. 

11...09 E 
13. Bd5? 


Bc4 Ra7 
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The books give 13. Bd5 a 
"?" and with good reason prefer 
13. Nab5 ab 14. Nxb5 Rb7, 
when the feeling is that Black is 
On 13. Bd5, FM Emory 
Tate later pointed out 13. ...Rc7 
14. Nab5 ab 15 Nxb5 Nd4 when 


better. 





Black's pressure on c2 and two 
pieces for a Rook should carry the 
day. However, the books suggest 
the even more correct... 

13. ... Nd4! 

... Which I played, except that 
after... 

14, ef 

1 got bluffed by the threat 
of Rxd4 and Rel+. But after 
14. ...bxc3 15. Rxd4 exd4 16 
Rel+ Re7, although White can 
capture on f7, Black can run away 

a ...Kd7. Instead... 
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15. Мс4? 

A better try was 15. Ne4, 
though after ...0һ64 
16. Qxh6 Bxh6« 17.Kbl ba 
18. Nxd6+ Ke7 (not 18. ...Kd8? 
19.c3 [Rowley] when the 


discovered check will gain a 
crucial tempo for White) 19. Nxf7 
Bg7 20. Nxh8 Bxh8. and the 
position is unclear, though I think 
the minor pieces give Black thc 
edge. For instance, risky for 
White would -be 21. g4 Bb7 when 
after the trade of Bishops Black 


will get to play ...Rb7 and open 


seve 
didr 
24, | 
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Then the 
Knight, Bishop and a3 pawn will 


the al-h8 diagonal. 


combine to make threats on the 
White King. 

It would have been better to 
‚Мы, 


making threats and aiming to trade 


keep the Queens on. 16... 


select minor pieces, is a good 
idca. Trading Queens is a natural 
instinct when you've been under 
pressure and/or are a piece up, but 
if the pressure has been relieved, 
you can retain your Queen and 
allack instead. 

17. Oxf5 Nxf5 18. g4 Ng7 

18. ...Nh4, 
..Ng6-f4, would have been more 


intending 


active. 
19. Bc6+ Bd7 20. Nxd64 


Bxd6_ 21. Rxd6 Bxc6 22. Rxc6 
Ke7? 

Tate asked me whether I had 
considered 22. ...0-0 here. I did, 
and in fact I should have played it, 
as the text blunders a pawn. Black 
would retain some winning 
chances after 22. ...0-0, though 
White's Rooks are getting active. 
22. ...Kd7 23. Rh6 is possible. 

23. Rel Ne6 1/2-1/2 

| made the. offer, having 
seven minutes to reach move 30. 1 
didn't think I could win after 
24. Кхе5. (Salman) 

Joel Salman (2102) 
Mike Lodzinski (2107) 


Maryland Eastern Congress 


Bogo-Indian Defense 


l.d4 Nf6 2. NÍ3 e6 3.c4 
304+ 4, Ва Jxb4 cb 
6.a3 ba 7. Rxa3 d6 8. р3 0-0 
9. Bg2 Re8 10. Nc3 Bd7?! 

A slight inaccuracy. 
10. ...Nc6 was better, aiming for 
..€6-e5 and restraining b4. 
White's then be 
11. Na2 in order to push b4 and 
then c5 or b5. 

11. 0-0 Oc8 12. ОЬЗ! 

With threats towards b7 and 
making room for Rfal. 

12. ...Bc6 

Again, 12....Nc6 would 
have minimized White's edge. 


безі might 


Now White obtains what's left of 
the Bishop pair and lasting 


pressure on the Queen's wing. 





3. Nb5 Bxb5 14. Oxb5 a6 
Perhaps this weakens the 
pawns. Maybe 14. ...Nc6. 


White's Queen wants to leave 


anyway, to make room for 
expansion. 

47 16, МА 8 
7, c7 


I would have answered 
17. ...b5 with 18. b3, followed 


by bringing the other Rook 


22 


around. 

18. 64 һб 

Waiting to see what White 
has in mind. 18....5 could be 
met by 19. Rxa6 bc 20. Qxc4 
Qxc4 21. Nxc4 Rxb4 22. Nxd6 
Reb8 23.e3, or for those who 


prefer less activity in their 
opponents, 19.c5, when the 
a-pawn will fall anyway. 

dc 20 


| preferred this over 20. dc, 
which gives Black the d-file. The 
text opens the b-file for White. 


0. ...e5 1.2632 ed8 
22. Ос4 Ке8 23.Rc1] Rbc8 
4 с2! с6 
6 4 Rc7 27. Nd6 Re6 
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Black threatens 28. ...Rxd6. 
| could 


now play 28. Nc4, 
heading for a5 or b6, but spent 
most of my remaining ten minutes 
examining the text. Having done 
50, it was time to reach move 
thirty. 

8. Rxb7 7 

xb7 30. c6 Qc8? 


It's always the last move of 


, Nxb7 


the control! |] had calculated 
30... Qb8* 30. ..:Qa7 - 31. cd 
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Nxd7 32. Qc8+ Nf8 [32. ...Kh7? 
33. Rc7 Nb6 34. Qd8! Ке8 
35. Bxe4+ g6 36. Qd6, when 


36. ...Nc8 meets with 
37. Qxg6+, while 36. ...Re6 
37. Qf4 wins] 33. Rc7 Qb6 


34. Qb7 would be similar to the 
30. ...Qb8 line, though White 
may have better than 34. Qb7) 
31. сі №а7 32. Ос8+ Охс8 
33. Кхс8+ КҺ7 34. RaS8. 


А 
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Next White will play Bfl and 
win the a-pawn. At the time I had 
intended to take the a-pawn with 
Rxa6, trading Rooks, but in the 
Lodzinski 


post mortem 


demonstrated the technical 
difficulties | would face in winning 
the B vs. N ending, with pawns on 
one side, if Black pushed his 
pawns to seek exchanges. Likely 
an easier way for White is to keep 
with Вхаб. 


Sometimes, if you can't trade all 


the Rooks on 


the pieces, you shouldn't trade 
any. The game concluded... 


31.с4 Qxd7 32. Bh3 046 
33. Вхеб Оҳеб 34. Ос8- 1-0 





Random Chess #4 


How Not to Become an 
International Master 
by FM David Glueck 


Armed with 1 IM norm 
(Philadelphia, World Open 1987) 
and lots of silly openings, I went 
to the Lloyd's Bank Masters’ 
Tournament in London (August 
1989) to get norm #2. The turnout 
of 243 players was a substantial 
increase over previous years, and 
the tournament was strong - 26 
IM's and 14 GM's including Soviet 
GM's 
Chernin, 


Smyslov, Bronstein, 
Azmaiparashvili, 
Zurab 
Azmaiparashvili won with 8.5/10, 
followed by Australian GM lan 
Rogers at 8/10 and a big tie for 3rd 
at 7.5. 

Round 1 

As Black 
unknown Dutchman Wind I played 


like Duncan Suttles in the Modern 


Smagin and Eingorn. 


against the 


Defense, exchanging my bad 
the White 


center and even snatching a pawn, 


bishop, destroying 


to reach this position after 23. 
Nd2-e4. 
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Here instead of the bail-out 
attempt g5 I played Nf4, which 
was met with 24. Nxd6+. Now | 
rejected Ke7 because of 25. Qe3 
Kxd6 (not Nxe2+ 26. Qxe2 Kxd6 
27. 042-) 26. Ка41- Кеб (Кс7 27. 
Qxe5+, or Kc6 27. Bf3+ are worse) 
27. Bc4+ Kf6 (Кс7 28. Qxe5+ Neb 
29. Bxe6) 28. Rd6+ (I had missed 
this move) and White wins. 

Better would be the immediate 
26...Ke7 (A27. Qe5+ Ne6) when 
White ought to be winning, but 
it's hard to find the right follow 
up; 28. Rd6 is strongly met by 
Qh8, while on 27. Bf3 the reply is 
Kxd6 (Bc6 28. Qe3 and now both 
Bxf3 29. Qf3 and Qxd6 30. Rad! 
(A Qc5+) are dangerous for Black), 
when after 28. Qd2+ Ke7 29. 
Qxb4+ Ke8 30. Bxa8 31. f3 g5 
White still has to find the win. 

Instead 24...Kf8 25. Qe3 Qg5 
26. Bf3 Rd8, and White must be 
better. The next few moves are 
absurd: 27. Rad] (ANb7), so Bxa4 
Rxdl. 


improved 





Black's position has 
and he must now 
consolidate, but the more pressing 
problem was to avoid losing on 
time. Qc7?? One of my all time 
worst moves. Ne6 (A 31. Qxb4 
Qf4+, or 31. Qa7 Qe7) was very 
good; White should play 31. Qd5, 
but he is busted. 31. g3?? I now 
saw Ne6 was good (32. Qxe5 Ng5 
or 32 Qxb4 Nd4), but I saw an 
even stronger move. _g5?? 32. Nf5 
Охс5 33. Кха&# 1-0. 

Buoyed by this victory, Wind 
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went on to draw Smyslov, beat 
Bronstein, and make the IM norm. 
Round 2 
"| thought it was 50 moves in 
3 hours", said Aaron (England) 
after his flag fell on move 14(!). 


Sorry, 40/2. Naturally, he had 
obtained a clear advantage as 
Black. 

Round 3 





In the diagrammed position, 
instead of the normal 20...Nc6 
with a good game, I detonated big 
complications with Qe6 21. d5 
Qf6. White, IM N. McDonald 
(England) played 22. Bf4 (22. Nh4 
å g5 23. h3 was also possible.) 
Now if g5 23. e5 is good, so Bxf3 
23. Bxf3 g5. Now if 24. e5 
simply de 25. Bxe5 (25. Qd3+ 
Qg6 - or 25. Be4+ Kh8 26. Be3 
Nf5) Qxf3 26. Bxg7 Kg7 27. Ве? 
Rxd5 is good for Black, so 24, 


Qd3. The Bishop on f4 is 
poisoned and White again 


hreatens e5. Ng6 25. e5. Ade 26. 
Uxe$. Qe7 27. Rce2 with 
advantage. Qe7. Black now wins 
a pawn, but I was in time trouble 


and my white squares are shot. 


There followed 26. Bd2 26 


e6!? Bxe5 27, BhS Of6 28. Re3 
е8 0. h4 gh 3 


Rc4 Bd4 to stop Rh4 or Rg4 32. 
Bc3. Trapping his Rook and 
inviting b5 33. Rxd4 Bxc3 33. bc 
hg 34. Rxg3 Re5. I had defended 


successfully, made the time 
control with a winning position, 


but only managed to draw after 60 


moves. 
Round 4 
I got nothing from the 
opening verses FM  Huque 
(Bangladesh). 





Here with the white pieces 1 
played 15. Bf4, expecting Bxa3 
with a draw by perpetual check, or 
Be7 to play for the win. Instead 
Huque played 
17. Og5 Bg6. Here 18. Ne4 Ade 
19. d5 had good shock value, and 
after Qe7 (Qc7 was better) 19, 
Bxc6+ be 20. Nc5+ Ke8 21. Qe5 


White had a large advantage. After 
Kf8 22. Rhel Rd8 23. Re3 Q46 the 
simplest way to win was 24. 
Qxd6+ Rd6 25. Rb3, but I played 
4. Rb3 Oxe5 25. de h5 26. Rd4 


h4 27. Rbb4 h3 28. 94? Sull 
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winning would have been 28. g3, 
maintaining the possibility of 
Rh4 to support the f4 square. Kg8 
29. Rb7 (29. Ra4 was also good) 
a» 30. Ra7 Kh7 31]. Еха5. А 


rather incautious move in time 


pressure. Now all hell breaks 
loose. {6 31. ef (if 31. Nxe6 


Rde8, or 31. f4 fe 32. fe Rdf8) е5 

у he8 34. Rd2 Kxg7 35. 

6 o 35 7+7 I was 
planning Ne4-g5, but 36. Ne4 de 
37. Rxd6 ef “scared me 
unnecessarily. After 38. Raxc6 
Qe4 39. Rc7+ Kg8 40. Rf6 the 
pawns are under control. Kh6 37. 
Rd7? Anticipating the next few 
6 38. e4 39. Rf2 e4 
39. f4 e3 40 xf4!, but I 


missed this last rejoinder and 


moves. 


Black won quickly. 

In round 5 I beat a 15-year-old 
English player, and in round 6 
reached a messy position verses 
Kwiatkowski (England). 





After 21. . .d$ my bishop was 
trapped. 22. ed Bxe4. Here I tried 
very hard to make 23. Nxe4 Qxe4 
Rxe4 25. Rc8« work, but after Bf8 


Black is winning. 23. Qa3 Qb7. I 
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expected Nac4 24. Nxc4 Nxc4 25. 
Ехс4 Осб 26. Rc7, unclear. 24. 


Qxa5 Bxf3 25. Nxf3 Nc4? Weak, 
but his game is not difficult. 26, 


Ос7 Охс7 27. dc Rc8 28. b3 Nb6 
2kk9. Rc6 Nd5 30. Rd6 Nxc7 31 


Rc6 d3 32, Rxc7 Rd8 33. Bf4 h6 
34. Bd2 1-0. 

Round 7 

Against Ben-Menachem 


(Israel) I had the black pieces, and 
beautiful complications appeared 


right out of the opening. 


Ж Ж 
€ 1 ЖЖ 
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16...Nb6 threatens Nxc4, so I 
expected 17. Racl Qd7 (ANg4) 18. 
h3 e6 with counterplay. 17. Rfd1? 
Nxc4! 18. Bxc4 Qc7 19. Rd4 Ng4 
20. Nb$5. If 20. Re4 simply Nxc3. 
lere I thought for a long time, but 
this was big mistake as White had 
only 30 minutes left on his clock. 
| should have quickly played my 
original idea Bxd4 21. Мхс7 
Nxe3! Now 22. Nxa8 is smashed 
by Nxc4+ 23. Khl Bxal, so White 
must play 22. Nb5. 
considered Bxal 23. Qxe3 Rxc4 
24. Qxe7 Rxf4 25. g3, but was 
unconvinced. 


| preferred 22. . 


Here 1] 


.Bb6! which 





probably wins for Black. I didn't 
like 23. Bd3 (23. КҺІ Кхс4 is 
very good; try to play for White!) 
Nc2«4 24. Kf1 Nxal 25. Qb2. For 
some reason after a6 26. Qxal ab, 
or 26. Nd4 Bxd4 27. Qxd4 Ксі- 1 
was unhappy, but in each case 
Black has a large advantage. Also 
20. . .Bd4 21. Nxc7 Be3+ was 
good! 

Qb6? The question mark 
indicates a bad psychological 
choise of trading down into an 
Sull, Black will have 


winning chances. 


ending. 


. Be X хе3 аб 
3. Radl ab 24. 4 Oxe3+ 25. 
Rxe3 Kf8 26. Bxb5. At move 20 | 


had intended to play Rc2 at this 
point, but now decided to win a 
pawn with Rc3 17, Rxc3 Bxc3 28. 
a4 Bxb4 29. Rcl Bc5+, which led 
only to a draw in 53 moves. 

After this critical loss of 
nerve my only chance for the 
norm was to win the last 3 games 
against highly rated opponents. 
The organizers obliged with an 
irregular pairing against GM 
Murshed (Bangladesh), and I got a 
clear advantage as White in a 
Sicilian defence, but after some 
over-ambitious play І got crushed. 

In the last 2 rounds I made 
draws with players from New 
Zealand and Finland to finish with 
5/10, 


winning in 


short of my goal. By 


the last round, 


however, the American juniors 
Danny Edelman and Gata Kamsky 
both achieved IM 


norms. 

























Wednesday 
Night Chess 


Weekly 
tournament 
games 7-10 p.m. 
Tan Oak Room, 
4th floor, MLK 
Student Union, 
UC Berkeley 
campus 


Open to all USCF members 
and UC Berkeley students, 
faculty, and staff. Free 
admission for non-rated 
games and speed chess. 
USCF rated games $1.50 
each [Titled masters & UCB 
faculty free]. 








Registration 7:00-7:15 
Games start 7:25 sharp 

Time controls 30/30, 30/SD 
Bring your own set, board, 
and clock. 


Eliott Winslow takes 
Job with U.S. 
Chess Establishment 


International Master Eliott 
Winslow, age-old habitue of 
Berkeley coffee houses, has taken 
a job as assistant editor of Chess 
Life. Typically crammed with 
slick advertising and articles by 
chess amateurs, Chess Life should 
benefit from the professionalism 
of Mr. Winslow. With luck there 
will be less schlock and more 
articles by GMs and IMs in our 
national chess magazine. 
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Club Directory 
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Area.Code 415 unless specified; A indicates new or changed listing 


Berkeley CC " 
Fridays 7:30 PM з 
Berkeley YMCA 2nd fle 
Allston and Milviaye 
D. Howard 428-2438 
CAL-Berkeley CC 
Wednesdays 7-10 PM 
Tan Oak Room 

Student Union, 4th fl. 
UCB Campus 

Peter Yu 848-7809 
Burlingame CC 
Thursdays 7:30 PM 
Burlingame Rec. Ctr. 
990 Burlingame Ave. 

Il. Edelstein 349-5554 
Chabot CC 

Thursdays 5-10 PM 
Chabot Comm. College 
llayward, Rm. 2347 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Chico CC 

l'ridays 7-11 PM 

Comm. Hospital 
Conference Center 

В. Riner 916-872-0373 
Empire CC 

l'ridays 7 PM 

545 S. 9th St. San Jose 
D. Urquhart 408-294-5724 
Fairfield-Suslun CC 
2nd Sat. each month 
2683 Laurel Dr. 

E Deneau 707-428-5460 
Fresno CC 

Mondays 7-10 PM 
Round Table Pizza 

Cedar & Dakota Aves. 
D. Quarve 209-225-8022 
Hayward CC 

Mondays 7-9 PM 
llayward Main Library 
Mission & C St. 

K. Lawless 785-9352 
Kolty CC 

Thursdays 7-11:30 PM 
Campbell Comm. Ctr. 
Activity Hall 
Winchester Blvd & 

W. Campbell 

P. Mayntz 408-371-2290 


LERA CC 

Teusday 8 PM 

Lockheed Rec. Center 
Sunnyvale 

K. Stone 408-742-3126 
Livermore CC 

Fridays TBA 

C. Pigg 447-5067 
Mechanics Inst. CC 
M-F: 11-12 PM 

Sat: 10 AM-12 AM 

Sun: 12 PM-10 Pm 

57 Post St., 4th fl. SF 

M. Wilkerson 421-2258 
Monterey Chess Ctr. 
Tues.-Fri: 4:30-10 PM 
Sat. & Sun. 2 PM 

T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790 
Napa Valley CC 
Thursday 3:30 PM - ? 
Yountville Veterans’ Home 
Lee Lounge 

B. Bailey 707-253-0648 
Palo Alto CC 
Tuesdays 6:30-11 PM 
Mitchell Park Comm. Ctr. 
S. Farmer 329-2487 
Reno (NV) CC 
Mondays and Fridays 

D. Goddard 702-673-1278 
Richmond CC 

Fridays 5-9 PM 
Richmond Public Library 
26th & Macdonald 

T. Ball 234-5336 
Rohnert Park CC 
Saturdays 11 AM-6 PM 
Mondays 6:30-11 PM 
Rohner Park Rec. Bidg. 
8517 Lyman Way 

W. Randle 707-795-2220 
Sacramento CC 
Wednesdays 7-11 PM 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 

915 27th St. 

L. Rothstein 916-927-2759 
San Jose CC 

Fridays 7 PM-12 AM 
Blind Center 

101 N. Bascom Ave. 
Barry Wayne Curto 


San Jose Senior CC 
Thursdays 10AM-2PM 
Kirk Senior Program 

1601 Foxworthy Ave. 

C. Felker 408-723-1808 
San Rafael CC 

Pete's 881 Sports Bar 

721 Lincoln Ave. 

San Rafael 94901 

Bill Hard 457-0211 

Santa Clara City CC 
2nd Saturday of each month 
2:15-6:15 PM 

Machado Park Bldg. 

3360 Cabrillo Ave. 

F. Sierra 408-241-1447 
Santa Cruz Area CC 
Thurdays 6:30-11 PM 
Citicorp Savings 

Ocean & Water Sts. 

K. Norris 408-426-8269 
Vallejo CC 

Fridays 7:30 PM 

Senior Citizens Ctr. 

333 Amador St. 

G. Rasmussen 707-557-0707 
A Visalia CC 

No meetings during summer, 
Fall mettings TBA 

C. Fotias 209-732-1835 
Walnut Creek CC 
Thursdays 2-5:30 PM 

2071 Tice Valley Blvd. 

P. Baudry 256-7520 

Yuba Sutter CC 
Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 AM 
Buttes Christian Manor 
223 F St., Marysville 

T. Giertych, 916-742-7071 


Cafe Chess 


Cafe Milano 
afternoons and evenings 
Telegraph and Bancroft 
Berkeley 

Cafe Ariel 

late evenings 

Cedar and Shattuck 
Berkeley 
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Also In This Issue: FM Craig Mar on the Nimzo-Indian 
NM Tom Dorsch reports on Reno O 















THE NEW CCU: BIGGER Contents 
AND MORE RELIABLE Volume 3, Number 9 


Except as indicated, contents 
copyright 1989 Peter Yu, 
reproduction without permis- 
sion prohibited 


LERA Thanksgiving.............. 3 
Reno Open 

by NM Tom Dorsch................ 5 
CAL-Berkeley Fall Series 

by NM Peter Yu...................... 7 
Berkeley Blitz!....................... 8 
Winning with the Nimzo 

by FM Craig Mar................... 9 
Fischer meets Stein 

by Ron Basich........................ 10 
Late Knight with Letterman 

by NM PeterYu....................... 11 
Innovative Openings: Benko 
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Welcome readers, old and new same: $10/yr(six issues) and 
alike, to the new CCJ. We've $19/2yrs(12 isssues). 
gone bi-monthly now, following Some subscribers may have 
in the footsteps of many great noticed their expiration dates are 
"state" chess magazines such as | missing from their labels. We 
Chess Horizons (Mass.) and apologize for the inconvenience, 
Rank and File (So. Cal). This but our records accidentally left 
means that every issue is now us along with our former 
bigger (at least twenty-eight managing editor. Fortunately, 
pages) and more timely. he will return them to us before 
With this more relaxed the next issue. In any case, you 
schedule, you won't have to should count how many issues 
worry about any more late you have left, instead of going 
issues. We've deliberately by the expiration month, 
skipped Oct./Nov. in order to because of our bi-monthly con- 
better accomodate the bi- version. 
monthly switch. The nextissue ^ The final item is that we have a 
should come out around early new managing editor: Carolyn 
February. As usual, each issue Withgitt. Carolyn plays in Bay || > е 
will be loaded with coverage of Area tournaments regularly | "~~  .  —— 7 
local and national events, with and is an A-player. She is the 
numerous games, and of course | Operations Manager of a 
quality annotations and instruc- computer software company, 
tion by our master staff. The and adds a lot of expertise to our 
subscription price is still the magazine. 

Let us hear from you. 
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LERA Thanksgiving Class 
Championship 








À two-way tie occured at this 
Turkey-day tournament, Nov. 
24-26, between NM Vladimir 
Strugatsky (2545) and NM John 
Bidwell (2265) each with 5-1 in 
the Open section. Although his 
2545 rating is still provisional, 
after a stunning debut perform- 
ance at the FIDE Action tourna- 
ment back in September, 
Strugatsky consistently wins 
tournaments in his new 
hometown, San Francisco. Un- 
fortunately, due to the lack of 
strong tournaments in the area, 
he will have to wait until the 
NCCA Masters’ Open in March 
before earning any titles. The 
other winner at this perennial 
event, was the ever friendly 
John Bidwell of Santa Cruz. 
Bidwell is a veteran of the Bay 
Area chess scene, and can have 
really good results if he is in 
form (such as equal second 
behind deFirmian at this year’s 
People’s). Both received $260 
apiece for their efforts. Third 
through fourth place was shared 
by NMs Charles Powell (2319) 
of San Francisco and Mike Ame 
(2252) of Palo Alto, each for 
4.5-1.5 and $70. 

The rest of the winners are as 
follows: Expert 1st: Tom 
Nelson (2164) of Marina got 5-1 
and $260; 2nd: Daniel Switkes 
(2187) of La Fayette got 4.5-1.5 
and $160; 3rd/7th: Daniel 
Burkhard (2138) of Santa Cruz, 
On Lie (2095) of San Jose, Joe 





Urquhart (2079) of S.F., Ben 
Gross (2080) of S.F., and Eric 
Rosenberg (2114) of S.F., each 
scoring 4-2 for $20. A 1st: Rick 
Kiger (1897) of Livermore at 5- 
] for $230; 2nd/3rd: Louise W. 
Fredericia (1917) of San Jose 
and Warly Guinto (1817) of So. 
S.F. each at 4.5-1.5 for $115. B 
Ist: Steven Esh (1750) of Santa 
Cruz with 5.5-.5 for $200; 2nd: 
Arthur Cohen (1715) at 5-1 for 
$120; 3rd: UCB Professor 
Robert Solovay (1686) of 
Oakland at 4.5-1.5 for $80. 
C/D-Unr 1st/2nd: Leonard 
Trottier (1534) of El Cerrito and 
Kevan Morris (1516) each with 
5-1 and $80. Top Unrateds: 
Fred Rich of San Jose and Tosh 
Kameda of Mountain View each 
earned 4-2 and $50. 

Brilliancy prizes were awarded 
in each section, and the winning 
games are presented following 
this article. 

This year’s turnout was 116 
players, directed by the usual 
LERA T.D.s Jim Hurt and Ted 
Yudacufski. 

White: NM Richard Keopcke 
(2301) 

Black: NM Vladmir Strugatsky 
(2545) 

Slav Defence [D48] 
Brilliancy-Open section 





0-0 16. Nfg5 Nde5 17. Nc5 
. Qe2 Bb7 





. Bh74- Kh8 





B . Qh3 Bg4 
24, Og2 Nf3+ 25. Resigns 0-1 
White: Tom Nelson (2164) 
Black: Arcangelo Castaldo 
(2067) 
Nimzo-Indian [E24] 
Brilliancy-Expert section 
1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3, Nc3 Bb4 
46 7 
7, e3 b6 8. Bd3 Qc6 9. 0-0 Bb7 
0 e4 11. Bb2 Nd7 
a4 0-0-0 13. d5 ed d4 
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38. Bg5 Ne7 39, Be7 Resigns 
1-0 

White: Frank Romeo (1969) 
Black: Kevan Gross (1749) 
Benoni Counter Gambit [A57] 
Brilliancy-A section 


1. d4 Nf6 2, с с5 3. 45 55 4, ср 
a6 5. Nc3 Bb7 6, е4 Оа5 7. В42 





f4 33. Nh4 
g5 34, g3 Nh3 35. Resigns 0-1 
White: Steven Stroud (1635) 
Black: Joseph Salazar (1651) 
Irregular Opening [A46] 
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Brilliancy-B section 

1. d4 Nf6 2. Nf3 d6 3, b3 e5 

4, de Ne4 5. ed Bd6 6. Bb2 Nf2 
1, Qd4 Nh1 8. Qg7 Rf8 9, Qh7 

Ng3 10. Bg7 Bf5 11 Oh6 Rg8 


esigns 0-1 
White: Fred Rich (1283) 
Black: Ed Fernandez (Unr.) 
Ruy Lopez [C89] 
Brilliancy-C/D/Unr section 
e4 f3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 


4. Ba4 NÍf6 5, 0-0 Be7 6. Rel 
0-0 7, c3 b5 8, Bb3 d5 9, d4 ed 


Kb6 34. Nd6 cd 35. Oc7mate. 

0-1 

Here are some more games: 

White: Andy McManus (2158) 

Black: On Lie (2095) 

Alekhine’s Four Pawns [B03] 

1, e4 МГ6 2, е5 М45 3, 44 46 

4. c4 Nb6 5, f4 de 6. fe ВІ5 
.Мс3 Мс6 8. be3 e6 9. Nf3 

047 10. Ве2 0-0-0 11, 0-0 Bg4 


ч 














White: Daniel Switkes (2187) 
Black: Andy McManus (2158) 
French Advanced [C02] 
d4 e6 2. e4 d5 3, e5 c5 4. c3 
c6 b6 ? 





20. Oh6 Ne4 21, Bxe4 de 
. Re3 Qb6 23. Oxh7 0-0 


C esi 




















One of the nicest tournaments 
on the Northern California 
schedule each year isn't even in 
California, it's in Reno, 
Nevada. Situated nearly a mile 
high on the eastern foothills of 
the Sierra Nevadas, a scenic 
four-hour drive from the Bay 
Area, Reno boasts an abun- 
dance of first-rate convention 
facilities, and the entire 
economy is based on providing 
an enthusiastic welcome for 
California visitors. If you're a 
non-gambler, you can revel in 
such amenities as clean air, 
three-star buffet dining for less 
than $10, and nightly shows by 
top entertainers. If you enjoy 
an occasional wager, you get 
more options—and much better 
odds—than on the California 
lottery. 
Another nice thing about 

Reno is that it has had, for many 
years, a very active and, given the 
size of the city, strong chess club. 
Currently directed by the inde- 
fatigable Jerry Weikel, the Reno 
club boasts several strong ex- 
perts and masters. In addition to 
their full slate of local activities, 
which run the gamut from pro- 
viding technical assistance for 
exhibitions by grandmaster com- 
puter Deep Thought, to intercity 
matches with Salt Lake City, they 
annually stage the Reno Open. 

om is a U.C.Berkeley Alumnus 
and a familiar face at Bay Area 
tournaments. 





December 1989 /January 1990 


1989 RENO OPEN 


by NM Tom Dorsch 


This year’s Reno Open VII was a 
six-round event held October 5-7 
thatdrew 112 players, led by IGM 
Nick deFirmian and Grand Prix 
champion IM Igor Ivanov. The 
evening before the tournament, 
there was a free lecture by local 
resident IGM Larry Evans, who 
shared anecdotes about the peren- 
nially fascinating Bobby Fischer, 
and brought everyone up to date 
on the latest UFOs (unconfirmed 
Fischer observ ations—in Mexico, 
the Philippines, San Francisco) 
and whether there will be a Sec- 
ond Coming (in Evans’ opinion, 
no). The lecture was followed by 
a speed tournament, won by 
master Tom Wolski. There was 
even action chess on Sunday, for 
those who could only play one 
day, won by Ron Gentil. 

The key match-upin the 
Open was the money game be- 
tween the two top seeds. Semi- 
accelerated pairings brought them 
together Saturday night, and eve- 
ryone knew that the name of the 
winner of this game would be on 
the first-prize check for $1000. 


White: IM Igor Ivanov 
(2634) 
Black: GM Nick deFirmian 
(2668) 
Queen’s Gambit Tarrasch (by 
transposition) [D42; B14] 


1.0 с5 2, с4 Nc6 3, 


€3 e6 4, Nc3 Nf6 5, 44 45, 
By transposition, the 






players have arrived at what Tar- 
rasch described as the main posi- 
tion in his defense to the Queen's 
Gambit. Never regarded as the 
best answer to the Queen's Gam- 
bit, the Tarrasch retains adher- 
ents, and in the century since its 
introduction has been in the reper- 
toire of every world champion, 
even Fischer. It appeals to those 
who want to fight for an initiative 
as Black, and who are willing to 
accept the associated risks. 

During the “hypermod- 
em" period, it was fashionable for 
White to play systems with g3— 
championed by Schlechter and Ru- 
binstein—instead of e3, but the 
continuation in the text is again 
fashionable. As always, what is 
fashionable is largely defined by 
the tastes of the current world 
champion. 

6. cd ed. 

The more common al- 
ternative is 6...Nxd5. I.Ivanov— 
M.Dlugy, National Open 1989, 
continued 7.Bd3 cd 8.ed Be7 9.0- 
0 0-0 10.33 Bf6 11.Be4 Qd6 
12.Qd3 h6 13.Rel1 Rd8 14.Bd5 ed 
15.Nb5 Qd7 16.Bf4 Qg4 17.Qe3 
Bf5 18.h3 Qg6 19.NeS5 Be5 20.de 
94 21.093 Qg3 22.fg Bc2 23.e6 fe 
24.Nc7 e5 25.Na8 ef 26.Nc7 d3 
27.Ne6 Rd6 28.Nc5 d2 29.Redl 
b6 0—1 

1,ВЬ5, 

More common is 7. Be2 
or 7. Bd3. Also playable is 
Botvinnik's plan of 7. a3, with the 


continued on p. 6 











continued from p. 5 
positional threat 8. dc, 9. b4, 10. 
Bb2. The text transposes into a 
popular Nimzo-Indian position 
with colors reversed (1. d4 Nf6 2. 
c4 e6 3. Nc3 Bb4 4. e3 0-05. NB 
d5 6. Bd3 c5 7. 0-0 cd 8. ed dc 9. 
Bc4 Nc6). 

Lausdi? 

Larsen's idea. The al- 
ternative is 7... Bd6 8. dc B:c5 9. 
0-0 0-0 10. b3 Bg4 11. Bb2 Rac8 
12. Racl Bd6 13. Bb2 Bb8! Su- 
nie—Kasparov, Graz 1981, or 
10...Be6 11. Bb2 Qe7 12. Ne2 
Rac8 13. a3 (13. Ned4!? Ba3 14. 
Qe2) 13... Rfd8 14. Ned4 14. Bg4 
= Petrosian—Botvinnik, 11th 
match game, Moscow 1963. 

8, ед, 

Speelman—Larsen 
(Hastings 1987-8) continued 8. 
Nxd4 Bd7 9. Nf3 Be6 10. Qa4 
Qb6 11. 0-0 Be7 12. e4 de4 13. 
Be3 Qc7 14. Ne4 0-0 15. Racl 
Bd5!- (Larsen). The text trans- 
poses to a common position from 
the Caro-Kann (1. e4 c6 2. d4 d5 3. 
ed cd 4. c4 e6 5. Nc3 Nf6 6. МІЗ 
Nc6 7. cd ed 8. Bb5), or "B14" in 
Informantspeak. 

8... De7, 

8...Bd6, protecting the 


vital square e5, is more natural. 
2! 0- 2 
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White has missed the 
point of the 7. Bb5 line, which is 
to fight for control of the square 
e5. The ultimate validity of the 7. 
BbS cd line hinges on the evalu- 
ation of positions reached after 
10. Ne5 Bd? (or, even more accu- 
rate, 9. Ne5 Bd? before castling). 

ECO, in a chapter writ- 
ten by Botvinnik, gives: 11. Rel 
Кс8 12. В 5 Веб (12...а6!7-- 
Pachman) 13. Bxc6 bc 14. Na4 h6 
(14...c5 15. dc Bxc5 16. Nc5 Rc5 
17. Qd4 with advantage to White 
in Pachman-Szabo, Leipzig 1960) 
15. Bxf6 Bxf6 16. Nc5 with ad- 
vantage to White (Velimirovich- 
Benko, Vrnjacka Banja 1973); or 
simply 12. Bf4 with advantage to 
White. 

Tal—Meduna, Lvov 
1981, continued 11. Rel Bb4!? 
12. Bc6 (12. Bg5 NxeS5 13. de 
Bc3 14. be BbS 15. ef Re8!=) 
12...Bc6 13. Bg5h6 (13...Qd6!?) 
14. Bh4 Qd6 15. ОЬЗ Ва5 16. 
Re3!? Bxc3 17. be Ne4 18. Rael 
Qc7, and White preserves a slight 
edge after 19. Qc2 [analysis by 
Tal, who gives an “!” to White’s 
seventh move]. 

If 10. Ne5 Qb6, then 
11. Bg5 М48! 12. О43 (12. a4 
Qd6 13. Bf4 Ne6 14. Bg3 Qb4 is 
unclear) 12...Ne6 13. Be3! (13. 
Bf6 Bf6 14. Nd5 Qd4 15. Bf6 gf 
16. МІЗ О43 17. Bd3 with an 
edge) 13...Rd8 14. f4 Nc7 15. 
Ba4 Qb2 (15...Qa6 16. Qxa6 
Nxa6 17. f5 Kf8 18. Bb3 Nc7 19. 
g4! and White is better. Adams- 
B. Larsen, Cannes 1989 [analysis 
by Adams]. 

10... Веб 11. В/4?!, 

The bishop is passively 
placed here. Better 11. Bg5or 11. 





17. Nd5?? Оа5. 


172... Rfd8 18. Rael 


20. Nf4 Bf5 (threaten- 
ing ...Bc2) 21. R3e2 (21. Ned3 
Qc4; 21. Nfd3 f6 22. Nf3 Rc?) f6 
is good for Black. 

! 

Now that White's 
knights have been driven from 
the center, Black's two bishops 
in an open game give him a big 
advantage. 

22: N83 Qc41 23. 0d], 

White must either ac- 
cept an inferior ending or sacri- 
fice material. Faced with joyless 
alternatives, Ivanov elects to sac- 
rifice two pawns for a specula- 
tive attack. 23. Qxb7 Rc7 24. b3 
Rxb7 25. bc dc 26. Nc5 Rc? is 
good for Black. 


Qb6 25. Nf4 Qxb2! 

The correct decision. 
White's attack is not as fero- 
cious as it appears, but every- 
thing must be calculated with 
great precision. 

26. Rg3 g6 27. Oh5 
Rc128. Nx26. 


White must go for 
broke; there is no longer any 
hope of salvation in the endgame. 

28...Rxel+ 29, Kh2 
Вхеб 30, Ехеб Kh8 231. Rg4 
Qe5: 32. [4 Qc8 33, Oh4 Кеб 
34. Rg3 Qf7 0—1 
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From September through 
November, 31 players partici- 
pated in over three tournaments 
held by the U.C. Berkeley 
Campus Chess Club. While the 
Blitz tournament is reported 
elsewhere, a brief synopsis of 
the monthly "Wednesday 
Nights" tournaments is provided 
here. 

Cal-Berkeley September A last 
round draw between the 
tournament leaders Junior 
Seggev Weiss (2103) and 
Graduate Student Zoran 
Kurtovic (2066) allowed 
Freshman Don Shennum (1870) 
and Stanford Grad David 
Epstein (1840) to catch up at 3- 
1. A half point out of the four- 
way tie were NM Roger 
Poehlmann (2270), who had 
drawn Weiss and then with- 
drew, and newcomer Arlindo 
Oliveria (2147 provisional). 
Oliveria obtained a noteworthy 
2147 rating based on two games 
including a lucky draw with 
Kurtovic. Many other new 
members joined including 
Francis Yu who received his 
first rating at 1808 based on 
four. 

Cal-Berkeley October “Mr. 
October” Ganesan (2112) had 
secured at least an equal Ist 
going into the final round after 
stopping upstart Arlindo 
Oliveira. Surprisingly, the last 
round saw David Epstein upset 
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Cal-Berkeley Fall Series 


by NM Peter Yu 


Berkeley Grad Ganesan, 
allowing a three-way tie after 
Junior transfer Eric Hicks 
(1829) denied Alex Rapoport 
(1911). While Oliveira was 
successful in continuing his 
climb with early round wins 
over an expert and A-player, he 
suffered his second loss to NM 
Peter Yu (2235). Peter (no 
relation to Francis) finally 
played a game to warm up for 
the upcoming Intercollegiates. 
Cal-Berkeley November 
Rebounding from a dissap- 
pointing performance last 
month, Junior Alex Rapoport 
swept sole first after beating 
experts Michael Walder (2173) 
and Zoran Kurtovic. A half- 
point behind was Canadian 
Stefan Bilaniuk (1867) 2.5-.5. 
Proceeds from these club 
tournaments helped send UC 
Berkeley to the Pacific Coast 
Intercollegiates. Special thanks 
goes to Local TD Don Shen- 
num, who helped Peter Yu 
direct. Here are some games 
from the events. 

White: Ganesan (2112) 
Black: David Epstein (1867) 
Czech Benoni [A56] 
Cal-Berkeley October 





17. Rxf4 Ng6 18, Rf2 Oh4 
19. Of1 Ne5 20. Be2 Qe7 


6 d7 
b5 24. axb6 Rxb6 25. b3 Rf8 
7 
8. Nf3 Qe7 41 М(6 30 
42 Ве8 31 d7 32. bc 


de5 3 d 5 34, Ne3 Bd7 
.ЕсҒІ Һ5 





36, Bd] h4 37. Og2 Qxe3 

38. Kh2 a5 39, Nf3 Nf4 40, Og1 
Nxf3+ 41, Rxf3 Oxgl+ 

42. Kxgl g5 43. Resigns 0-1 


White: NM Peter Yu (2235) 
Black: Arlindo Oliveira (2147) 
King's Indian Defense [E91] 
Cal-Berkeley October 

1. c4 Nf6 2, Nc3 g6 3. e4 d6 
4, d4 Bg7 5, Be2 0-0 6, Nf3 5 
7, 0-0 Qc7?! 

A Theoretical Novelty! Black 
could have entered the familiar 
lines of the Maroczy Bind with 
7....cd. Now the onus is on 
White to refute this seemingly 
useless move. 


8, Nd5!? 
This move allows White to play 


continued p. 8 








continued from p. 7 
Be3 without the bothersome 
... Ng4, after an exchange of 
Knights. The resulting double 
d-pawns are not weak due to the 
constant threat of dxc5 and an 
eventual Кс1. 


Better was 10....Nf6 11. dc dc 
12. e51? Ng4 13. d6 which 
should break up White's central 
advantage. 

11. Rc1 Od8 

Not allowing 12. b4! intending 
Qc2 and takes on c5. 

12. Bb5! Nf6 

Not allowing White to exchange 
his bad Bishop for Black's good 
Knight, but now White gets to 
penetrate. 


13, Bc6 Rb8 14. e5! de 15. de 
4 16. Bf4 Qc7 





Үй UA 
REA EA идр 
eg ENA | 
This move looks odd because of 
the pinning nature of the h2-b8 
diagnal, but is practically 
forced. 

17. Qe2 Bh6! 

White was threatening to win a 
pawn after 18. h3 Nh6 19. Qd2 
Nf5 20. g4 Nd4 21. Nd4 cd 22. 
Qd4, but Black finds the correct 
defence. 

18. Bh6 Nh6 19, h3 e6 20. Ng5 
Nf5 21. Qe4 ed 22. Bd5 Bb7 
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Berkeley Blitz! 
by NM Peter Yu 


Being the hometown to the 
World Blitz Chess Association, 
speed chess is very much alive 
in Berkeley. Aside from the 
usual 5-minute crowd which 
hangs out every afternoon in 
Cafe Milano (Bancroft, across 
from Sproul), the campus Cal- 
Berkeley Chess Club runs 
regular Blitz Tourneys for 
students and non-students. 
Although past tournaments have 
drawn the likes of GM Walter 
Browne, IM Elliott Winslow 
and IM Greg Hjorth, the only 
master who competed on the 
night of November 1st was Gary 
Pickler of Berkeley. The 
smaller than usual ten player 
field paid a low entry fee of 
only $1 ($5 non-WBCA 
members), due to the lack of 
interest at the originally 
advertised (higher) entry fees. 
In very convincing fashion, NM 
Pickler(2207) obtained a 
crushing 17-1 first-place result, 
suffering his only loss to Peter 
Yu, who holds a 2121 Blitz 
rating inspite of his 2242 USCF 
rating. Thanks to the enthusi- 
asm of Alan Benson and friend, 
we were able to publish the 


Black is on the verge of 
equalizing, so White must open 
up a new front. 


6! Bd5 5 fe 
Qe6r . 
The superficial Nxe6 fails to 
SQUE 





gamescore which follows this 
article. The final 
standings(shown with WBCA 
ratings) were: 1st: NM Gary 
Pickler 17-1, 2nd: Peter Yu 
13.5-4.5, Best U2000: Alan 
Kobernat (1999) 12-6, 4th: 
Seggev Weiss (2018) 11.5-6.5, 
5th: Goldstein (1925) 11-7, 6th: 
Don Shennum (1846) 7-11, 7th: 
Eric Hicks (1829) 6.5-11.5, 8th: 
Stefan Bilaniuk (1830) 5.5-12.5, 
9th: James Ashcraft (1884) 5- 
13, 10th: Paul Tanaka (Unr) 1- 
17. 


White: Peter Yu 

Black: NM Gary Pickler 
Berkeley Blitz #1 

Irregular Opening [B10] 

1. €4 c6 2. e4 e6 3, d4 d5 4, e5 
dc 5. Bxc4 Nd7 6 

7, Bd3 c5 8. 0-0 сх44 44 
Not 9....Qxd4?? 10. Bb5+, and 


White wins the Queen. 
a e3 N 7 
Вс5 13, Ор4 


White is playing like he's in the 
advanced variation of the 
French, but the position is more 
open. Since White usually plays 
on tactics in the advaced French, 
continued on p. 26 


35.,..Kh8 

Bad was 35....Kg7? 36. Qxf5! 
Rxf5 37. Ne6+, Black now has 
chances for survival. 

26. Rfd1 Nd4? 27, Rd4 Resigns 
Black blunders a piece in time 
pressure, but his position was 
worse anyways. (Yu) 
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The Nimzo is positional and 
solid, but active enough to be a 
weapon of Fischer's. A little 
more tactical than the Queen's 
Gambit but more positional than 
the Benoni, it is rich in creative 
possibilities. The first time you 
try it may feel funny, your 
Knight is hopelessly pinned if 
White plays Bg5 and you will 
have to give up your Bishop for 
a Knight. Didn't the books 
warn you not to do that? But 
no! I adopted the Nimzo for the 
first time as I crossed 2000. 

One learns that blocked 
positions can favor Knights. 
Obstructions muffle Bishops. 
The most obvious try after 1. d4 
Nf6 2. cA e6 3. Nc3 Bb4 is 4. a3 
winning the two Bishops. But 
after 4....Bxc3+ 5. bc c5 Black 
has fixed a target on c4 and can 


set his pawns up with b6-d6 and 


e5 creating a “wall.” 

White can avoid the Nimzo 
with 3. Nf3 but 3....b6 the 
Queen’s Indian, has demon- 
strated its viability. The Benoni 
3....c5 is still playable. Black 
can feint a Nimzo with 1. d4 
Nf6 2. c4 36 3. Nf3 d5 to reach 
a Queen's Gambit without 
4. Bg5, as Fischer used to do. 

During the heyday of Fine, 
Reshevsky, and Capablanca, 

4. Qc2 was a popular method of 
meeting the Nimzo, but as good 
defences were discovered, 

4. Qc2 lost its bite and hence its 
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Winning with the Nimzo-Indian 


by FM Craig Mar 


popularity. Several years ago 
Seirawan revived the forgotten 
lines and surprised many Nimzo 
specialists, but would capture 
the attention of Karpov who was 
well prepared when they met. 
White: GM Yasser Seirawan 
(2585) 

Black: GM Anatoly Karpov 
(2750) 

Nimzo-Indian Defence 

1. 44 Nf6 2. c4 e6 3. Nc3 Bb4 

4, Ос2 0-0! 

Other interesting tries are 
4....с5, 4....45 and 4.... Nc6. In 
Los Angeles '84 I tried 4....c5 
6. dc Na6?! against Seirawan 
but after 6. a3! Bxc3 7. Qxc3 
Nxc5 8. b4 N5e4 9. Qd4 White 
had a clear advantage. 

5, a3 Bxc3+ 6, Oxc3 b6 

At first glance Black seems to 
have no compensation at all for 
his loss of the Bishop. 

7, Bg5 

Also good is 7. Nf3 Bb7 8. b4 
followed by 9. Bb2 which leads 
to a standard Nimzo-Bogo 
setup. 

7,...Bb7 8. f3 h6 9. Bh4 45! 
This is the improvement Karpov 
has kept to himself. 9....c5?! 
had previously been tried with 
poor results. 

10. cd ed 11. e3 Re8 12. Bf2 c5! 
Black is already better as the 
game opens up. If now 13. dc 
d4! 14. Qd2 be with initiative. 
Seirawan defends well under 
Black’s prolonged pressure. 





. Bb5 cxd4 14, Qxd4 
15. Bd3 Nbd7 16. Ne2 Nc5! 


White is still unable to catch his 
breath. 


17. Bc2 

Seirawan avoids 17. Rb1 Ne6 
18. Qc3 d4! 19. Qxc6 de! and it 
doesn't look good. 

17....Bb5 18. Qd2 Rc8 
Seirawan still can't castle due to 
19. 0-0? d4! 


19. Nd4 Bc4 20, Bg3 
The idea is Kf2-Rhel and Kg1 
castling by hand. 
0....Nh Kf2 Of6 acl 
e4! 23.B 4 


exf3 25. gxf3 Bd5 26. Rxc8 
Rxc8 27. Rcl Rd8! 

Black keeps more initiative with 
mating material on the board. 
28. Qe2 Nxg3 29. hg h5 

White has survived the initial 
attack, and with an unassailable 
knight on d4 should be able to 
hang on with 30. Kg1 and Qf2. 
But... 





continued on p. 22 
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The career of the Soviet chess 
champion, Leonid Stein, was like 
a meteor into the chess world. In 
the mid-sixties he won the Soviet 
Championship three times, and 
by the late sixties there was talk 
of Stein becoming a challanger 
for the world title. Stein's chess 
career, however, was short lived 
and tragic; he died from a heart 
attack in 1973 at less than 40 
years of age. 

The reason for Stein's ob- 
scurity nowadays is that his ca- 
reer antedates the Fischer gen- 
eration of chess players. Stein, 
however, does not deserve ob- 
scurity; his games are gems of 
tactical wizardry, much in the 
style of Tal. There is not much 
literature on Stein in English. 
Raymond Keene did put out a 
book on Stein a decade or so ago, 
but it’s long out of print. For 
those who can read Russian, a 
good book on Stein came out in 
1980, authored by Gufeld and 
Lazarev. 

Stein and Fischer were both 
participants at the interzonal tour- 
nament in Stockolm 1962. Stein 
had earned his ticket to Stockolm 
by placing 3rd-4th in the 1961 
Soviet championship. Stein was 
then anewcomer to international 
chess, almost unknown outside 

Ron is a welcome addition to 
our CCJ staff. As an U.C. 
Extensions student, Ron plays 
regularly and holds a 2192 
rating. 
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CHESS HISTORY: 
Fischer Meets Leonid Stein 


Soviet chess circles. The follow- 
ing story of Fischer's first en- 
counter with Stein is translated 
from Gufeld's book. 


"l'LL GIVE ODDS" 

That evening after the [first] 
round, Stein went to visit Geller. 
Fischer also dropped by. In 
broken Russian Fischer spoke to 
Geller. Fischer had learned 
Russian from his mother, who 
had come to Moscow before the 
war inorder toreceive her higher 
education. She completed the 
secondary medical institute. 

"Let's play a match of speed 
games!" , says Fischer. 

Geller on that evening was 
obviously not in high spirits [he 
had lost in the first round], but 
having heard the offer could not 
hold back a sly smile and mo- 
tioned toward Stein who had been 
modestly sitting in the corner: 

"Better to play with him!" 

Since Fischer had not been 
at the opening ceremony, and 
since Stein had a bye in the first 
round, the American did not know 
who Stein was. They now made 
acquaintance. Hearing of Stein 
for the first time and taking him 
for a novice, Fischer presumed 
Stein was not a worthy opponent 
for ‘blitz’ chess. At first Bobby 
declined to play, but then said: 

“Agreed, I will play with 
Mister Stein. But [do not play for 
nothing. When you play me there 









have to be stakes. I suggest ten 
crowns a game. But to make ita 
more equal contest Mister Stein, I 
will grant you an advantage: If 
you win two points out of five 
games, then you win the entire 
match.” 

Stein was doubtful; it was 
uncomfortable to play for money. 
But he wanted to teach the heady 
American a small lesson. 

“Agreed,” replied Stein. 
Ten minutes had not yet 


_ passed, when Fischer lost the first 


game. Still more quickly did he 
lose the second game. 

Geller laughed so hard that 
he cried. 

“So that's how it is!," cried 
Fischer. “I suggest then that we 
play without odds!” 

Having learned to respect the 
abilities of this stranger, Fischer 
already was playing more Seri- 
ously, but he could not get the 
upper hand. In the following 
evenings he repeatedly invited 
Steinto play speed chess matches. 
The results were not onesided; 
both players had their fair share 
of wins and loses. 


Two of Stein’s games are given 
below; the first is his loss to Fis- 
cher in the Sousse interzonal tour- 
nament of 1967, and the second is 
Stein’s win over Botvinnik from 
a competition in Moscow 1965. 
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by Ron Basich 


White: Fischer 
Black: Stein 
Ruy Lopez 

е4 е5 2. Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 
4, Ba4 Nf65. Q-O Be7 6. Rel b5 
7, Bb3 d6 8. c3 O-O 9. h3 Bb7 
10. 44 Ма5 11. Bc2 Nc4 12. b3 
Nb6 13. Nbd2 Nbd7 14. b4! ed 
15. cd a5 16, ba c5 17. e5 de 


18. de Nd5 19, Ne4 Nb4! 
0 R . Ое2 


21... Ке8 followed by Nf8 is 
better. 


22. Nfg5 Bxe4 23 Oxe4 g6 
24. Qh4 h5 25. Qg3 Nc4 
6 2! 
26. Nxf7 or 26. e6 are more ag- 
gressive. 
6 727. 


f4 Rh8 28. e6! 





30. Nh4! 


Ох!4 31, Bxf4 Re8 
31...Rxa2 was better. 

32. Rad] Ra6 33. Rd7 Rxe6 
34. Ng5 Rf6 35. Bf3! Rxf4 

36, Ne6-- Kf6 37. Nxf4 Ne5 
38. Rb7 Bd6 39. Kf1 Nc2 40, 
Re4 Nd4 41, Rb6 Rd8 42. Nd5+ 


Kf5 43. Ne3+ Ke6 44, Be2 Kd7 
45. Bxb5+ Nxb5 46, Rxb5 Kc6 
47, a4 Bc7 48. Ke2 g5 49. g3 Ra8 
20. Rb2 Rf8 51. f4 gf 52. gf Nf7 
33. Re64- Nd6 54. f5 Ra8 55, Rd2 


Rxa4 56. f6 and Black resigned. 
1-0 


White: Botvinnik 


Black: Stein 
Ruy Lopez 
ед е5 2. МІЗ “сб b5 a6 
a4 Nf6 5. Bxc6 dc 6 d7 
Be7 8. Nc4 Bf6 9, O-O 


O-O 10. b4 Qe7 11. a4 Re8 
12. Ba3 b5? 
12...Qe6 was better. 
13. Na5 Od6 14. c4! Nf8 15. c5 
6 16. Rfel Rd8 17 6 
8. Bc 4 19. Nxh4 Bxh4 20. 
e8 e 6 R 
24. Ob ! 
f4 26. g4 7 


Rg6 28, Bxf4 ef 29. Rg2 h5! 


hg 31. Oxf4 ba! 3? 





ae 


i 


' 
1 


RRI 


Trading down into an ending; 
Black’s passed ‘a’ pawn clinches 
the win. 33. Rxg6 fg 34. Rxf3 
4+3 4 Bxg4 36. R 
continued on p. 22 





LATE KNIGHT WITH 
DAVID LETTERMAN 
by NM Peter Yu 


For those of you who missed it, 
World Champion Gary 
Kasparov was a guest of the 
David Letterman show back in 
October. Gary was invited on 
during his trip to New York this 
fall, and he even played an 
exhibition game with Letterman 
which was broadcasted on T.V. 
Actually, the whole game 
spanned over a number of 
shows, and for those of you who 
have bedtimes earlier than 
11:30pm this was truly unfair. 
Luckily, no major upsets 
occured. In fact, this may be the 
only Kasparov game you won’t 
see in Informant. But never 
fear, CCJ has it here: 
White: GM Gary Kasparov 
(2795 FIDE) 
Black: David Letterman (4 
Neilson Rating) 
Center Counter [B01] 
NBC TV 1989 

6+?! 4, Ве d4 

7 

N 7 10, Bf4 
11. Nc7+ Kd8 12, Ne5 


с 
13. Nxf7* Ke8 14, Bxc7 Kxf7 
15. Bxa5 Bf5 16. Od4 Bxc2 
17. Rel Be4 18, Re7 Rd8 19, d6 
b6 20. Bc3 Bd5 21. Qe5 Веб 22, 

1-0 

If this had been a rated game, 
David may now have a 
provisional rating of 2395 based 
on 1—now that would be a 
joke! 
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INNOVATIVE OPENINGS 


WRECKING THE 
BENKO GAMBIT 


This month, two unusual games 
featured in New in Chess 
Yearbook 412. These games 
almost appear composed. 
Twice, the same player 
sacrifices his Queen against the 
Benko Gambit, ultimately 
delivering pure mates!. 


Other White 3rd moves avoid 
the Benoni and Benko but 
represent a partial admission of 
defeat. 


3. DS 
Heralding the Benko Gambit, 
the soundest positional gambit 
in tournament practice today. 
Ray Keene says in “An Opening 
Repertoire for White”: “The 
standard procedure to adopt 
when material ahead is to 
simplify towards th endgame ... 
In the Benko, this procedure is 
not foolproof, for exchanges 
often intensify Black’s pressure 
against White’s a- and b- pawns, 
in the line of fire of a Black 
Rook operating from b8 and the 
Bishop from g7. In addition, 
accepting the gambit encourages 
Black to play a whole stream of 
very natural moves ... in a 
tournament with chess clocks, it 
s helpful to be able to play so 
anesan is a noted openings 
authority , and likes to experi- 
ment over the board as well as 
in his chemistry labortory. 


many Black moves without 
thinking and know that you are 
proceeding actively and 
correctly." 

Such an assessment has actually 
been reached only after 
extensive practical tests. 
Consider the opening of 
Taimanov-Bronstein, Zurich 
1953, an important game for the 
history of the Benko: 1. d4 Nf6 
2. c4 c5 3. d5 g6 4. Nc3 d6 5. e4 
b5. At the time, the comments 
in “Chess” were : “To describe 
this sacrifice as highly specula- 
tive is to be more than kind. 
Black gets mighty little for the 
pawn.” In the tournament book, 
Bronstein himself is quite 
modest about the correctness of 
his idea. 

4. cxb5 

There are a variety of methods 
for declining the gambit, but 
stalwart Benko Gambiteers have 
demonstrated satisfactory 
counterplay in all cases. 


4, ... a6 5, bxa6 Bxa6 6. Nc3 d6 
7, ND g6 8. £3 Bg? 


So far, these moves have been 
made many times. White's next 
move, however, appears to be 
an innovation. 

9. 1417 

Malinin's idea, with the hope of 
battering open the h-file. 
Similar strategies are well 
precedented, in the Sicilian 
Dragon and the King's Indian 
Saemisch, for example. 





9, ..,0-0 

Both Malinin's opponents chose 
this reply, probably disbelieving 
that the attack could be sound. 
9. ... h5 looks most sensible, 
when Malinin suggests 10. Bh3, 
perhaps trying for an eventual 
g4. 

10. h5 

Now the two games diverged: 
A) 10. ... Nbd7 

B) 10. ... Nxh5 


A) 10. ... Nbd7 
White: Malinin 
Black: Savinov 
Leningrad 1988 

0. TIE 6 


Black must have been happy 
now, as 15. Nxd5 Rxb2 is good 
for him 





15. Qxg6!? fxg6 

The sacrifice was hard to resist, 
but Malinin points out the 
cooler defence 15. ... Nf8. 

16, Be6+ Kf8 17. Nxd5 Rxb2 
Malinin's mainline after 17. ... 


№6: 
Nxgi 





Nf6 runs 18. Nf4 Bh8 19. 
Nxg6+ Kg7 20. Nge5! Ne4 

21. Ng4 Rb2 22. Bh6+ Kg6 
23. Nh4+ Kh7 24. Bd2! Rxd2 
25. Nf5+ Kg6 26. Rh6+ Kg5 
27. [4+ Kxg4 28. Rh4#. 


Malinin claims attacking 
compensation after 18. ... Qa5+ 
19. Kf1 Be2+ 20. Kg2 Reb& 

21. Bd7. 


а5+ 20. хе2+ 
2]. Kg] Reb8 22. Bf7! Rbl« 
4+ xhl+ 


! 2 
Malinin gives 26. Kg2! Qa8+ 
(26. ... B(34- 27. Kxf2 Rb2+ 
28. Kxf3 Qa8-- 29. Bd5 Qa3 
30. Nxg6+ Ke8 31. Bc6+ Kd8 
32. Ne6+ Kc8 33. Nxe7+ Kb8 
34. Ng7 +-) 27. Kxf2 Qf3+ 
28. Nxf3 Bxf3 29. Kxf3 Kxf7 
with a big edge. 
26.... Bg4+ 27. Kxg4 КІМ 
28. КЇЗ Оа3+ 29. Ве3? Oa8+? 
In mutual time pressure, both 
sides overlook the shot 
29. ... Rxf4+!. White should 
have played 29. Kg2. 


30, Bd5? Qa5? 


30. ... Rxf4+ was again possible. 


е 8 32. Nc74- e6 
33. Bxe6+ Kf8 34. Nh7+ Ke7 
33. Bg5+ Bf6 36. Bxf6#. 


B) 10, ... Nxh5 
White: Malinin 
Black: Andreev 
Leningrad 1989 
10. ... Nxh5 1]. Rxh5! 
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by Ganesan 


After the previous game, 
anything else would be a 
letdown. 


1l... gxh5 12. Ос2 М47 


13. Bg5 
Malinin considers 13. Ng5 Nf6 


14. Nce4 Nxd5 15. Nxc5 Nf6 
16. Nce4 Re8 inadequate. 
Instead, he just continues to 


develop naturally. 

13. ... Nf6 14. Bg2 Rb8 
0-0-0 6. 

17, Nxd5 Rxb2? 

After 17. ... Bxb2+ 18. Qxb2 


Rxb2 19. Nxe7+ Kg7 20. Nf5+ 
Kg6 21. Ne7+ White would 
only have a perpetual- Malinin. 


IE 
AE qr 
222 
Ei 
222 






ЕЛ 





E 
Z 
B 
АА 
КД 
ы р ИР 


% 
b 
Ж 
= 
% 
22108 
2722 


Or 24. ... Qa4+ 25. Kd2 Qxa2+ 


26. Ke3 Re8+ 27. Kf4 Qc4+ 
28. Kg5. 
25. Bb2 Qc4- 26. Bc3 f6 
6. ... Qa2* 27. Ксі 
21, Ng5! Re8 
White threatened 28. Ne7+ Kg7 


29. Rh7#. 27. ... fxg5 28. Bd54 
Ох45 29. Ме7-- КІ? 30. Мх45 is 
winning. 

30. Bxf6+ Kg8 31, Nh6+ Kf8 
32. Nh/#. 

In conclusion, if you like 


caveman chess, Malinin’s line is 
definitely worth studying!. 





SANTA CLARA OCTO- 
BER TOURNAMENT 


Tournament Director Francisco 
Sierra submits the following 
report: 

Master 1st: Vladimir Strugat- 
sky (2230) of San Francisco; 
2nd: FM Renard Anderson 
(2364) of Aptos. Expert Ist: 
Mark Gagnon (2075) of 
Hayward; 2nd: Allen Becker 
(2161) of San Jose. A Hossein 
Ameri (1810) of San Jose; 2nd/ 
3rd: Lou Lucia (1974) and 
Emmanuel Bolongaita (1962) 
both from San Jose. B 1st: 
Christopher Ferris (1643) of 
Morgan Hill, 2nd Francisco 
Sierra (1726) of Santa Clara. C/ 
D 1st: Rooshin Dalal (1307) of 
Milpitas, 2nd: Amanda Sierra 
(1529) of Santa Clara. E/Unr, 
1st: Wolfgang Pieb (Unr.) of 
Santa Clara and 2nd: Brad 
Mason (1122) of Sunnyvale. 


13 








14 





California Chess Journal 


Northern California Chess Association 








Dear Chessplayer: 


If you are not a subscriber, the reason you 
received this magazine is because you are a USCF 
member, with a USCF address in Northern Califor- 
nia (the mailing list used is a couple of months old, 
so you could be a recently-expired USCF member). 
The USCF is a federation of state affiliates, and Cali- 
fornia is considered two states, represented by two 


affiliates. The Northern California Chess Associa- 


tion (NCCA) is the affiliate representing Northern 
California, which includes most of the state 


geographically. Every USCF member living in 
ja is automaticall e о 


the NCCA, which has no dues of its own. The budget 
for the NCCA comes from the USCF State Affiliate 
Support Program (SASP), and the amount is deter- 
mined by the number of USCF members with USCF 
addresses in the zip codes determined to be part of 
Northern California. We receive the fourth largest 
allocation annually in the SASP, yet it is costing us 
most of a year's allocation just to notify you that you 
are a member of the NCCA. A subscription to this 
magazine is $10/year(6 bi-monthly issues), and the 
SASP money could hardly even begin to cover it. 
SASP money is offsetting the cost of sending this 
issue to non-subscribers. 

The mission of the NCCA is to spend the 
SASP money wisely on chess projects in Northern 
California, and to select delegates and voting mem- 
bers for the USCF political structure. The USCF is 
governed by a policy board of seven or eight mem- 
bers, and every year at least one seat is up for 
election. out of about 360 votes nationwide, twenty- 
two come from Northern California. The votes 
(traditionally) have been given to those people that 
have contributed their time, energy, and/or money to 
making chess happen in Northern California. These 
include chess organizers, tournament directors, pa- 
trons, columnists, club presidents, magazine editors, 





and club directors. Also, representatives of special 
interest groups in the chess community have been 
given a vote, such as female chess players and 
professional chess players. Most of the players in 
Northern California and most of the chess are in the 
San Francisco Bay Area, so it is natural for most of 
the votes to go to Bay Area people. However, 
geographical considerations have resulted in votes 
going to people in both Marysville and Monterey. In 
all, there must be at least seventy-five people with a 
claim to a vote in Northern California. Out of this 
group, only eighteen will get a vote each year. (We 
also have two Regional Vice Presidents, each of 
whom gets a vote, and two life voting members in 
Northern California: George Koltanowski and Frank 
Elley.) Usually a small group of Bay Area chess 
people gets together in October of each year and 
makes a selection of who is to get a vote in the 
following year. The names appear in the April issue 
of Chess Life. The campaign by mail and phone calls 
for the USCF policy board seat usually spans May 
and June, and then the mail ballot arrives in early 
July. Chess politics is sometimes entertaining and 
sometimes nauseating, but it seems to be necessary. 
It is fortunate that a small number of chess people 
have an interest, since most chessplayers are mainly 
interested in playing chess. 

The USCF membership in Northern Cali- 
fornia is around two thousand, and the SASP fund- 
ing comes from one dollar out of the USCF member- 
ship dues of each adult member per year. Most of 
these players are not interested in the NCCA, and the 
NCCA can do little for most players for only a dollar 
each. However, the consensus feels that we should 
offer everyone of our two thousand members the 
opportunity to get involved and help determine how 
that small fraction of their USCF membership dues 
is spent. It would be nice if every USCF member in 
Northern California also subscribed to this maga- 
zine. We will use it as a forum for NCCA informa- 
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Announcement 


tion. However, presently the subscribers constitute 
only a fraction of NCCA membership. Many state 
affiliates put out a magazine as their principal prod- 
uct, and pay for it by requiring state affiliate dues 
from the participants in tournaments. “CalChess,” 
as the state affiliate used to be called, used to do the 
same thing with a magazine called Chess Voice. 
However, the idea of requiring an additional mem- 
bership to play in tournaments fell into some disfa- 
vor several years ago in Northern California. 

The МССА holds an open membership 
meeting at least once a year. This year it was held at 
the Labor Day Tournament in Campbell. Very few 
NCCA members knew about it, so those that did 
attend agreed that everyone should be notified that 
they are members in the NCCA, and that everyone's 
interest in the NCCA should be solicited. In addi- 
tion, the NCCA membership voted to fund another 
state championship, and mail at least a selection of 
master games from this event to everyone in the state 
next year. That way, for their $1, every NCCA— 
USCF member in Northern California will get some 
games of local champions to play through. 

If you want to get involved, come to 
meetings and participate. Please do not hesitate to 

e as soon as possible. General apathy and 
limited resources make it difficult to be as demo- 
cratic as we would like. However, I am sure we can 
accommodate everyone who writes for information 
and really wants to be part of the organizational 
structure and its processes. If you do not hear from 
the NCCA for a while, you can figure that it was de- 
cided by the small group that chose to get involved 
that the money it costs to notify you would be better 
spent on some chess project. 

Hear from you soon, 


Mike Goodall, 

NCCA Secretary 

2420 Atherton Street, #6 
Berkeley, CA 94704 





Who can field a team? 

Clubs, Schools (no entry fee), Businesses. 

All Northern California Teams can enter if they 
affiliate with NCCA (temporarily $5.00 donation 
per club). 

The entry fee will be $ 10.00 paid to NCCA. 


Who can play in which division? 

The League will be divided into divisions 
(Premier, I, II, etc.). 

There will be 4 to 6 teams per division depending 
on number of teams entered. 

The average rating of a team will decide in which 
division it plays during the first year. Thereafter 
the team placing last will go down one division 
and the division winner will go up. 

The four highest rated players on a team, 
alternates included, will count in computation of 
the average rating. 

The winner of the Premier division will be 
crowned League Champion and each team 
member will receive a trophy. 


Where are the matches held? 

The matches will be held at the home-teams venue 
or as arranged by the home team near its home 
location or as agreed to by both teams. 

Special rule: (This rule is necessary to draw teams 
from less populated areas of Northern California 
and to make the League more representative of the 
whole area. It is not very likely that this will 
occur very often and the total success is worth a 
small inconvenience.) 

If a team from the Bay Area Counties meets a 
team from outside the Bay Area Counties, and the 
travel distance is more than 50 miles, the team 


designated as the home-team has to find a site that 
continued on p. 16 
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TEAM LEAGUE 
continued from p. 15. 
is approximately half way between the two teams 
home venues or as agreed to by both teams. 


Format: 

Four players per team plus two alternates named in 
advance. 

Changes have to be approved by the League 
Director and can only be granted in extreme cases. 
No changes will be allowed after the pen ultimate 
round. 

USCF membership required (rated event) 

Time control: 40/2, 25/1, game 30 

Scoring: 1. Match score, 2. Total points scored, 3. 
Tie break 


Procedures; 

The team has to list all players in advance by rating 
order using the last published rating. Provisionally 
rated players or unrated players can be listed at any 
spot. This order cannot be altered during the 
duration of the league even in case of rating 
changes. The alternate players can be used on any 
board. If both alternates are used they have to play 
in the order listed. 

A team captain has to be designated. 

The home-team has White on board one. 

The winning team and in case of a tie the home 
team has to report the results to the League 
Director. 

If there are two teams from the same club in one 
division, pairings will be revised so that those 
teams play in the first round. 


Rules about forfeiture: 


Any team forfeiting on more than one board 
without informing the opposing team will be 
penalized with one half of a match point (not game 
point). 

Any team forfeiting a whole match (no show) or 


withdrawing from the League without 
sufficient excuse will have to play down 
one division the next time a team is 
entered. 


Schedule: 

Starting the second week in February 
1990 matches are held every two weeks, 
preferably on weekends (not interfering 
with regular club activities). Arrange- 
ments have to be made by the Team 
Captains and should be initiated by the 
captain of the home team. 


How to enter: 
Send entries to the League Director by 


January 31, 1990. 
League Director: Hans Poschmann 
4621 Seneca Park Ave. 
Fremont, CA 94538 
Telephone: (415) 656-8505 





LIVERMORE OPEN 


(Oct.28-29) 
Fifty-six players competed for $1,000 in prizes 
under the able tournament direction of Keith 
Mehl. Open 1st/9th: Loal Davis (2368), FM 
Renard Anderson (2364), Cliff Hart (2321), Mikel 
Petersen (2227), Philip Cobert (2226), Tom 
Dorsch (2192), Rick Kiger (1929), John Simpson 
(1928) and 14 yr-old Alan Stein (1761) all tied at 
3-1 earning $61.11 each. Reserve lst/2nd: 
Richard McCullough (1726) and Carolyn Withgitt 
(1808) each with 3.5-.5 and $95; 3rd: Joe Kuchta 
(1761) at 3-1 and $40. 1st U1600: Bruce Bell 
(1570) at 3-1 earning $80; 2nd U1500: Justin 
Howell (1532) with 2.5-1.5 and $40. Best U1400/ 
Unr: Randall Albanesee (1382) and Wolfgang 
Pieb (Unr.) each earned 2-2 and $50. 
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The passion for playing chess is one of the most 
unaccountable in the world. It slaps the theory of 
natural selection in the face. It is the most 
absorbing of occupations, the least satisfying of 
desires, an aimless excresence upon life. It 
annihilates a man. You have, let us say, a promis- 
ing politician, a rising artist, that you wish to 
destroy. Dagger or bomb are archaic, clumsy and 
unreliable —but teach him, inoculate him with 
chess. 1 

-H.G. Wells. 


Chess — "'the king of games and the game of 
kings"— is an intellectual sport which demands 
psychological attention because of the innocent 
appeal it has to many and the monotheistic grip it 
has on some. The majority of regular tournament 
chess players fall somewhere in between chess in 
moderation and chess addiction, although most lie 
dangerously close to the latter. In order to better 
understand why ordinary, sensible human beings 
can become so involved with this board game, one 
must study the chess player himself. Chess 
players share certain personality characteristics, 
and some traits determine their style of play. 
There are also many interesting theories, accepted 
and not accepted, on the intrinsic factors in chess 
which motivate chess players. The allure of chess 
is a two-fold enigma, based on the chess player's 
own personality traits, and the motivation he has 
for playing chess. 


In 1982, a pair of psychologists, Ralph J. Olmo 
and George L. Stevens, began a study on chess 
players using the Myers-Briggs Type Indicator 
questionnaire. The M.B.T.I. is defined as A 
psychological inventory that tests for four pairs of 
contrasting preferences said to be found in 
varying degrees in all people: Extroversion (E) - 
Introversion (1), Sensing (S) - Intuition (N), 


PAWNS OF CHESS: A Study in the Chess Player's 


Personality Traits and Motivation b Peter Yu 





Thinking (T) - Feeling (F), Judging (J) - Percep- 
tive (P). 2 They administered the trait question- 
naire to 140 active United States Chess Federation 
players at numerous tournament sites and of 
various strength, with an emphasis on stronger 
players. Their results were then compared to see 
how chess players differ from each other and the 
general population. It is important to keep in 
mind that these characteristics are relative rather 
than absolute. This means that an extrovert has 
both extroverted and introverted tendencies, but 
his behavior is dominated by the extroverted side. 


The first pair is Carl Jung's extrovert-introvert 
pair. Among the general population, extroverts, 
people who turn outward to the world for stimula- 
tion, outnumber introverts, those who turn to an 
inner world for pleasure, about 3 to 2. However, 
introversion is the most common personality trait 
found among strong chess players and outnumber 
extroversion 3 to 1 among all tournament players. 
Seventeen of the nineteen masters tested were 
introverts and the stronger of the two extroverts 
ranked only ninth. Based on these results and 
other examples of extroverted masters, the 
researchers concluded their findings on the 
extrovert-introvert category. 

Introverts have greater powers of concentration 
than do extroverts, and thus are likely to be more 
consistent and less apt to make silly oversight 
blunders... However, other than the superior 
consistency and concentration of the introvert, we 
found no real distinction in playing style between 
introverts and extroverts.3 


Dr. Kurt Alfred Adler, son the the late Alfred 
Adler and exponent of his school of individual 
psychology, offers an explanation why so many 
introverts are attracted to chess. He says that 
chess is a form of social intercourse in which 


continued on p. 18 
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continued from p. 17 

individuals may learn to overcome their own 
introversion. To me, chess is a game of training in 
orientation for problem solving not only in the 
strategy and tactics and plane geometry, but in 
learning to use the pieces as a cooperative team. 
I would put little emphasis on the elements of 
hostility and aggression, and dismiss completely 
the sexual symbolism. The players are trying to 
overcome difficulties, and while they are also 
trying to attain mastery, the game is a form of 
social intercourse.4 


The next pair is the sensing-intuition characteris- 
tic. This scale determines whether we perceive 
the world with our bodily senses or by what we 
infer from our observation. Among chess players, 
intuitives outnumber sensers two to one, while 
sensers abound in the general population —three 
to one over intuitives. Nevertheless, sixteen of the 
nineteen masters tested were intuitives and forty- 
eight percent of all chess players tested were both 
intuitive and introverted. This is markedly 
different from the four percent of the general 
population who exhibit this same combination. 


Olmo and Stevens noted that intuitives play more 
creatively than sensers and are more likely to 
conceive of brilliant combinations. Sensers, on 
the other hand, seem more practical and matter-of- 
fact. They tend to have a clear, conservative 
method of play. Perhaps both kinds of players can 
play a good game, but it seems that the best chess 
players are always intuitives. 


The third category is the thinking-feeling scale. 
Jung believed that the way a person makes 
decisions is either by considering only the objec- 
tive facts pertinent to the problem (thinking), or 
by considering only the feelings, attitudes and 
values of themselves and others (feeling). Yet 
considered as relative traits, thinkers and feelers 
are split evenly among the general population, but 
thinkers outnumber feelers three to one among 
chess players. The psychologists found no major 


distinctions in playing style between thinkers and 
feelers except that thinkers may have an easier 
time with tactical analysis. Also, no correlation 
between strength and the thinking or feeling char- 
acteristics were discovered. 


The final pair, judging-perception, deals with how 
people organize their view of the outer world. 
Basically, judgers like to make decisions and plan 
ahead. Although this habit can have many 
advantages, Jung warns that judgers may 
sometimes overdo it by being inflexible and rigid. 
Perceivers dislike planning very far ahead and try 
to keep all options open. They tend to look for the 
latest developments and often put off decisions in 
order to maintain flexibility. This spontaneity can 
have its good effects, or may just be unhealthy 
procrastination. Judgers and perceivers are 
roughly equal among both chess players and the 
general public. But the two contrasting traits 
show strikingly marked differences in their 
subjects' playing styles. 


Judgers study harder before games, plan more 
thoroughly during games and tend to take less 
risks. Perceivers, on the other hand, are risk- 
takers. They are more comfortable in compli- 
cated, unclear position. Perceivers are more 
flexible than judgers and are less apt to stick with 
unsound ideas for too long. The primary 
weakness of perceivers is that they are not as 
likely as judgers to be hardworking and rely 
primarily on natural talent and experience. 


To sum up the results of Olmo and Steven's study, | 


chess players were found to have certain charac- 
teristics that only a minority of the general 
population exhibited. Chess players were most 
likely introverts than extroverts (3:1), thinkers 
than feelers (3:1). They were also more intuitive 
than sensing (2:1), while equal, but having 
contrasting styles, in the judging-perceiving 
category. From this, it can be said that chess 
players rely on intuition and logical analysis. But 
they are not any more systematic or methodical 
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than the general population. They can be just as 
spontaneous as non-chess players. Finally, the 
traits of introversion and thinking are most 
prevalent among chess players but do not 
significantly affect their play. The author's own 
M.B.T.I. in 1984 was I-N-F-J, although this may 
have changed since he last took the questionnaire. 
His own observation of chess players generally 
agrees with the results of this study. 


There are many theories on why people play 
chess. Non-chess players always wonder why 
players undergo the time-consuming torture of 
creating and solving apparently useless chess 
problems. The most simple one is that they enjoy 
it. Just as athletes thrive on physical exercise, 
chess players seek the intellectual stimulation of 
chess. The late Dr. Siegbert Tarrasch, a great 
chess player and originator of the Tarrasch 
Defense, continues: Chess is a form of intellec- 
tual productiveness, therein lies its peculiar 
charm. Intellectual productiveness is one of the 
greatest joys —if not the greatest one— of human 
existence. It is not everyone who can write a play, 
or build a bridge, or even make a good joke. But 
in chess everyone can, everyone must, be 
intellectually productive and so can share in this 
select delight. Included in this cerebral motive 
are the desire to excel, the thrill of an unremitting 
intellectual struggle, the allure of self-improve- 
ment (which for most has no ceiling), the 
absorption in a task which precludes the worries 
of daily life, and the attraction of generating a 
pattern which is often beautiful and always novel 
in some way. 


Benjamin Franklin felt that not only did chess 
promote good intellectual stimulation, but that it 
could be useful in real life too. Attacking the 
criticism that chess is a useless waste of time, 
Franklin argues: ...chess promoted the prudential, 
utilitarian virtues. Several very valuable qualities 
of mind, useful in the course of human life, are to 
be acquired and strengthened by chess, including 
foresight, circumspection, and caution! 


Another important idea behind why chess is such 
an appealing activity is that it promises a fair 
world. Interantional Master and philosopher 
George Botterill explains: One of the things that 
appeals to me about competitive chess is that it is, 
as games go, very fair. There is quite a lot of luck 
in chess over the short term. But on the whole it 
tends to cancel out. In comparison with the crazy 
unpredictability and uncontrollability of most 
human existence, playing chess is a paradise of 
rationality* But aside from these explanations, 
there are other, less accepted, beliefs on why 


people play chess. 


The first psychoanalytic theory about chess was 
developed by Emest Jones, author of the definitive 
biography of Sigmund Freud. Jones connected 
Freud’s theories with the behavior of the nine- 
teenth-century chess champion Paul Morphy. In 
1858, a twenty-year-old Paul Morphy of Louisi- 
ana toured France and England defeating every 
known giant of the day with the exception of 
Howard Staunton. He then oddly returned home 
to live the rest of his life in seclusion and 
pathology. Jones took this case and wrote a paper 
entitled “The Problem of Paul Morphy”, in which 
he offers interesting, and bizarre, (psycho-) 
analysis about chess and its devotees. 


Quite obviously chess is a play substitute for the 
art of war. The unconscious motive actuating the 
players is not mere love of pugnacity characteris- 
tic of all competitive games, but the grimmer one 
of father murder. The mathematical quality of the 
game gives chess a peculiar anal-sadistic quality. 

The sense of overwhelming mastery on the one 
side matches that of inescapable helplessness on 
the other. It is well adapted to gratify at the same 
time both the homosexual and the antagonistic 
aspects of the father-son contest? Jones felt that 
most men played chess as a means of carrying out 

their homosexual and patricidal fantasies. 


continued on p. 20 
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Grandmaster and psychoanalyst Reuben Fine, 
author of Psychology of the Chess Player, also 
added some of his Freudian insights. Fine was 
particuarly interested in the symbolism of the 
chess pieces. He proposed that the King, which is 
all-important and weak, represented a)the boy's 
penis in the phallic stage, b)the self-image of the 
man, and c)the father cut down to the boy's size. 
Also, the Rook, Bishop, Knight, and Pawns may 
sometimes be phallic images too. The Bishop, if 
name taken literally, can represent the superego 
figure, while the Knight is sometimes called a 
horse —a phallic animal which can also suggest 
bestiality. Fine concluded that since chess players 
play with their "pieces" and often have to abide by 
rules limiting them from touching their own or 
their opponents' pieces, unless intending to move, 
that they were repressed homosexuals. Although 
Freudian psychology was very popular during the 
fifties, today the common feeling among chess 
players is that these symbolisms are utter rubbish. 


However, there is something which may be 
learned from all the psychoanalytic hypothesizing. 
Fine's extensive research into the past World 
Champions has revealed two groups of chess 
personalities: the heroes and the non-heroes. 
Grandmaster Fine, a person who contended for 
World Champion himself, explains: The heroes 
use chess to satisfy the fantasies of omnipotence, 
and show a greater or lesser degree of regression 
in the course of time. However, an examination of 
actual psychoses revealed that the regression is 
never extreme. The non-hero group takes to chess 
as one of many intellectulal endeavors. C hess 
players are drawn mainly from the intellectual 
fields, though they may come from any back- 
ground. On the whole, chess masters in the non- 
hero group show the capacity to accomplish much 
in other areas as well. These men are psychologi- 
cally quite healthy, and do not manifest the 
disturbances of the hero group. Thus there is 
actually some danger that chess might lead to 
psychosis for the best players. The most recent 
example here is past World Champion and 


renowned recluse Bobby Fischer, who, after 
winning the title, disappeared to live a life of 
paranoid delusions. Of course Fischer and 
Morphy are not the rule, but only the rarest of 
exceptions. 


In conclusion, chess is a game which captivates its 
players because of their personalities and the 
allure that chess has. People who participate in 
chess seem to share certain character traits which 
may show up in their playing style. The motiva- 
tional factors which lead them to play are 
primarily for mental stimulation. The strong 
appeal chess has for some have led Freudians to 
over-theorize on chess players. However, the 
accepted reasons for chess indulgence are still 
those of intellectual outlet, fairness and even 
utilitarian virtues. With such qualities as these it 
is understandable why so many people play chess, 
and why some players are addicted to the game. 
Perhaps H.G.Wells was wrong by harshly stating 
that chess can only destroy a man. He was not an 
expert player. How should he know? Maybe 
chess does no less but help men realize and 
demonstrate their full potential. A master's 
opinion is strongly needed here, and that of Dr. 
Tarrasch’s is piain and final. “Chess, like love, 
like music, has the power to make men happy.” 


a ——_———————— 
1 Dr. Crypton (pseudonym), “The Royal Game," 


Science Digest, Sept. 1983, p.96. 

2. Ralph Olmo and George Stevens, "Chess Champs: 
Introverts at Play," Psychology Today, Aug. 1984 p.72. 
3 "Chess Champs: Introverts at Play," p.72. 

4 Gilbert Cant, "Why They Play: The Psychology of 
Chess," Time, 4 Sept. 1972, p. 45. 

s “Chess Champs: Introverts at Play," p.73. 

є У, В. Hartson and P.C. Wason, (New York: Facts on 
File, 1983 ), p,8. 

? Charles Krauthammer, "The Romance of Chess," The 
New Republic, 18-25 July 1983, p.28. 

8 W.R. Hartson and P.C. Wason, p.12. 

* Reuben Fine, (New York: Dover, 1956), р.1. 

© Reuben Fine, p.69. 
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PAULEY BALLROOM 
MLK STUDENT UNION 
BANCROFT AT TELEGRAPH 
U C BERKELEY CAMPUS 
$3000 PRIZE FUND GUARANTEED 
20 GRAND PRIX POINTS AVAILABLE 


‘OPEN TOURNAMENT: SIX ROUND SWISS SYSTEM, 
TIME CONTROL 40/2; 25/1; SD30 


“RESERVE TOURNAMENT; FIVE-ROUND SWISS, 
TIME CONTROL 40/90; 30/30; SD30 


IN FIVE SECTIONS: 


MASTER: EF: $35 PRIZES: $500-350-200; 
UNDER 2300 $105 

EXPERT: EF: $34 PRIZES: $300-150-75 
"A" EF: $32 PRIZES: $290-150-75 
"В" ЕР: $30 PRIZES: $280-140-70 
RESERVE EF: $16 PRIZES:  $150-75-40 
(under UNR: $10 UNDER 1400 $50 
1600) 

AFIEH 10 aum. 2/17 


Registration: Sat, February 17, 9:00- 
10:00 a.m. 
Advance entries to; 
UCB Campus CC 
ASUC SUPERB 
201 Student Union 
UC Berkeley 
Berkeley, CA 94720 
Rounds: Open 11-5, 11-5, 10-4:30; Reserve 
11-3-7, 11-4 
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3-WAY TIE AT THE 
1989 


U.S. CHAMPIONSHIP 


At the recent U.S. Champion-ship 
and Zonal Tournament held in Long 
Beach between Nov. 9th and Dec. 
3rd, 1988 U.S. Junior Champion, 
FM Stuart Rachels tied with GM's 
Yasser Seirwan and Roman 
Dzindzichasvili to win the event 
with a score of 9.5-5.5. 
The rest of the results were 

as follows: 
4th: 

GM Boris Gulko 9.0-6.0 
5-7th: 

GM Nick deFirmian 8.5-6.5 

GM Anthony Miles 

GM Joel Benjamin 
8-9th: 

GM Maxim Dlugy 8.0-7.0 

GM John Fedorowicz 
10th: 

GM Michael Rohde 7.5-7.5 
11th: 

GM Sergey Kudrin 7.0-8.0 
12th: 

IM Alexander Ivanov 6.5-8.5 
13th: 

GM Walter Browne 6.0-9.0 
14th: 


IM Igor Ivanov 5.0-10.0 
15-16th: 
GM D. Gurevich 4.5-10.5 
GM Lev Alvurt 
Although Stuart is presently 
only a FM with one IM norm, 


he will automatically become an 
IM as soon as he plays in the 
interzonals. Look for exclusive 
articles and analyses from this 
Championship in the next issue 
of the Journal. 




















Last issue, we reported on the 
U.S. Junior Closed, with most of 
the game scores and an article 
on the invitations process. What 
we inadvertenly left out were the 
results and a synopsis of the at- 
tendees. Since our philosophy 
here is "better late than never," 
I have included the rest of the 
report in this issue.—editor. 


Well, what can I say except that 
I was out-leagued? Although a 
perfect score was avoided, and I 
did manage to draw the two 
highest rated participants FM 
Stuart Rachels (2510) and FM 
Ilya Gurevich (2545), my first 


and last Junior Championship is © 


filled with bitter-sweet memo- 
ries. 

Except for a couple of us, this 
year's U.S. Junior was an all too 
familiar routine for veteran 
junior stars such as defending 
champion Rachels (philosophy 
student at Emory U. originally 
from Birmingham, Alabama), 
Gurevich (from Worcester, 
Massachusetts who hopes to 
attend nearby Yale, and the 
youngest invitee), FM Ben 
Finegold (a 2490 Ohioan 
currently living in Brussels, 
Belgium as a married "pro"), 
FM Danny Edelman (a junior at 
Harvard and multi-faceted chess 
organizer, journalist and player 
rated at 2475), FM Vivek Rao 
(also at 2475 and going to 


More U.S. Jumior 
by NM Peter Yu 


California Chess Journal 


Harvard, Vivek is both a 
studious competitor and Physics 
student), FM Adam Lief (the 
highest junior of the West at 
2455, Adam is now a senior at 
Stanford studying computer 
science) and IM Alex Sherzer 
(from Fallston, Maryland, this 
2455 sicillian-killer had the 
home-court advantage). 

Playing in his second Junior 
Closed was NM Andy Serotta 
(from Landsdale, Pennsylvania, 
Andy is a mathematician/ 
economist at Harvard), again 
qualifying by winning the 
previous Junior Open. New- 
comers James Schuyler (a 2320 
from New York who is 
currently a freshman at M.LT., 
James still has quite a few 
Juniors left) and Peter Yu (who 
qualified at 2270, and pretends 
to major in Business at U.C. 
Berkeley as he spends most of 
his time publishing the 
California Chess Journal) added 
new flavor to the prestigious 
annual event. Interestingly, this 
year will be the last for five of 
the juniors, leaving next year's 
spaces open for some lesser- 
known talents. 

The final results were as 
follows: 

1st/2nd: Sherzer, Finegold at 6- 
3, 3rd/4th: Rao, Gurevich at 5.5- 
3.5, Sth: Rachels at 5-4, 6th/7th: 
Edelman, Serotta at 4.5-4.5, 8th: 
Schuyler at 4-5, 9th: Leif at 3-6, 
10th: Yu at 1-8. 
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from p. 9 
Now if 31. Nxf3 Qxb2+ picks 
the Rook up. 
31. Qxa7 
Seirawan uncharacteristically 
goes pawn grabbing while 
Karpov looks for mate or win of 
the Rook. 
31....Вр4-- 32. Ке1 Кх44!! 
The routine 32....Re8 looks 
strong but instead Karpov 
calculates out a ten move 
combination which snags the 
Rook. 
33, exd4 Oc6+ 34, Kd2 
Or 34. Kf2 Qe2+ 35. Kg] Bf3 is 
crushing. 
34....Ое2+ 35. Кєз Qe3+ 
36. Кс2 ВІ5-- 37, К41 044- 
38. Kel Oce3+ 39. Kdl Od3+ 
40. Ke + 
Now all King moves lose, if 41. 
Kf1 Bd3 mate, or 41. Ke2 Qg2+ 
still snags the Rook, figure out 
how. 


41, Kd 1+ 42. Kd + 
White resigns, as 43. Kc3 Qe3+ 
picks up the Rook. 


RR SA AEE II ARE EDEL EA TELE ЈСО НЧЕ 


Basich 


from p. 11 
Bd7 37, Rg2 КЕЗ 38, №4 ВһЗ 
39. ВР2 Ка840. КЕЗ Веб41. №3 
b K b 
44, Ke3 
If 44. Nc2 then 44 . . . a5! 
44 , , , Rxb4 45. Rg1 Rb2 46, 


Rb] Ra2 47, Rb8+ Kh7 48, Nc4 
Bxc4 49. de a3 and White re- 


signed. 
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In the course of preparing a 
book on Capablanca*, I came 
across a large number of his 
games hidden away in forgotten 
sources. There follows a small 
selection. Except for the first, 
they all come from simultaneous 
exhibitions. 

An example of Capablanca’s 
play at the age of thirteen which 
I discovered during a research 
visit to Havana: 


White: J. R. Capablanca 
Black: Enrique Corzo 
Cuban Championship 
Havana, Mar. 1902 
Ruy Lopez [C60] 

сб b 


1.e4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 
Nge7 4, 0-0 g6 5. Bxc6 Nxc6 


d4 exd4 7, Nxd4 Bg7 8. c3 d6 


7 10, №2 Ме5 1 
4 c5 13. N4b3 Bh6 
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On the Trail of Capablanca 


by Edward Winter 
25, Ra] Bb3 26. Nxb3 axb3 


7, Oxb 6 28. 
29. Nc7+ Kf7 30. Nxe6 Rxf]+ 
31, Kh2 Kxe6 32, Oxb6+ Kxe5 
33, Oxc5+ Resigns 1-0 TIME: 
White-37 minutes, Black-60 
minutes. (Source: El Figaro, 30 
March 1902.) 


The next game comes from The 
Newcastle Weekly Chronicle of 
27 September 1919: 

White: Capablanca 

Black: W.F. Graham 
Newcastle, 22 Sept. 1919 
Queen's Gambit Decl. [D34f] 


4, cxd5 exd5 5. g3 Nf6 6, Bg2 


6 7. 0-0 cxd4 d4 Be7 


9. Nc3 Be6 10. Nxe6 fxe6 
.Bh3K .Bg5 Re8 








14, Bxc5 dxc5 15. fxe5 Be3+ 
16. Kh] Oxe5 17, Nc4 Og5 


A couple of weeks later, the 
Cuban had a curious skirmish, 
full of tactical snares: 

White: Capablanca 

Black: H.L. Brooke 
Bradford, 7 Oct. 1919 


QGD [D66] 

1. 44 45 2. МІЗ еб 3. с4 Nf6 

6 e7 76 

0-0 7, Rc1 c6 8. Bd3 Qa5 9. 0-0 

Qc7 10, Qe2 Re8 11. e4 dxe4 

12. NxeA4 Nxe4 13. Qxe4 Nf8 

4. Bf4 Bd6 7 16. c5 

c7 17.Rfel f6 cA Bxf4 

19. Oxf4 b6 20. Nd6 Qc7 

e dx 7 
e6 27 4 

8. Oxg4 
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29. Nf7+ Resigns (Source: The 
о 1 et, 18 
Oct. 1919) 


There were sometimes famous 
names among his simultaneous 
opponents. William Albert 
Fairhurst was eleven times 


continued on p. 24 
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Capablanca 
continued from p. 23 


Scottish champion, though he 
was only nineteen at the time of 
the following game, which is 
taken from the Manchester 
Evening News of 28. Oct. 1922: 
White: Capablanca 

Black: W.A. Fairhurst 
Castleton, 2 Oct. 1922. 

King's Gambit Decl. [C30] 

1, е4 е5 2, Bc4 Nc6 3. d3 Nf6 


і f4 Bc5 5, Nc3 d6 6. Nf3 Bg4 
T. d7 xc6 bxc6 


CEA EA VA 
ИИ BAREA (йт 
ТИ) т 
З РА РА UL 
20....Ne4+ 21, dxe4 g6 22. Rf6 
Rxe5 223. Raf] Rxe4 

24, Rxf7 Rd84- 25. Kcl1 Rel+ 
26, Rxe] Kxf7 27. Re5 c6 





8. Rxc d2 Ke6 30. 
Kd3 Kd6 31, Ra5 Rc7 32. Кс4 


ВО 33. Ra6 h6 34. Kd4 Rf2 35. 


a4 43, Rh6 


Rxa3 44. Kd6 Rg3 45, Rh8+ 
Kb7 46. c6+ Kb6 47. Rb8- 
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Resigns 1-0 


The Mexican newspaper 
Excelsior of 24. April 1933 was 
the sources of the next battle: 
White: Capablanca 

Black: J. Friedmann 

Mexico City, 21 April 1933 
French Defense [C05] 

1. e4 e6 2. d4 d5 2. Nd2 Nf6 
4, e5 Nfd7 5. f4 c5 6. Ngf3 Nc6 
7. c3 a5 8, B b6 9. dxc 


35, Oxc7+ Resigns 1-0 


Finally, a vigorously played 
King’s Indian Defense from a 
ten-board exhibition with 
clocks, found in Els Escacs a 
Catalunya of March 1936: 
White: Llado 

Black: Capablanca 
Barcelona, 14 December 1935 








KID [E91] 
1. d4 Nf6 2. c4 g6 3, Nc3 Bg7 
0-0 c5 6, Be2 d6 


7, 0-0 Bg4 8, Be3 Nc6 9, h3 





Edward Winter, published in 
December 1989 by McFarland 
& Company, Inc., Box 611, 
Jefferson NC 28640 at $47 
including postage. 
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SelectedGames and Annotations 


White: GM Boris Gulko 
Black: GM Tony Miles 
Old Indian Defense [А41] 


]. d4 d6 2. Nf3 Bg4 

А system popularized by Miles. 
3, cA Nd7 

Z. Polgar-Torre in the same 
round, went 3. g3 Bxf3 4. ef e6 
5. f4 c6 6. Bd3 g6 7. 0-0 Bg7. 
Miles has also played 3. 
...Bxf3!? The text leads to an 
Old Indian like set-up, except 
Black hasn't played ...Nf6. 
Miles uses this difference to 
exchange off his "bad" Bishop 
by ...Be7-g5. 

4. е4 . Be2 Be7 6. Nc3 Bx 
1, Bxf3 Bg5 8. Bxg5 Qxg5 9, 0- 
0 Od8 10. Bg4 Ngf6 11. f4 


Black's slow manoeuvres have 


cost time and White gains space. 


11.,,,0-0 12. Bxd7 Nxd7 13, . 
7 ad 


White stands significantly 
better, controlling the d-file and 
enjoying more space. 
15. ... Rad8 16. Ге 4е 17, 45! 
Ос5 (17. 
dc bc 

8 pe cedes control of d5. 


...МЫ6 18. 46] 18. 





19. КВ! 

Suddenly it’s clear that Miles’ 
Knight is uncomfortably pinned 
and there’s nothing to prevent 
Rd3. 


6 20. Rd3 R 
Qa5 22. Na4 Oxd2 23, R3xd2 


g6 

23. Kf8 24. Nc5 Nxc5 25. Rxd8 
is check, so Miles decides to 
move his King off the back 
rank. 

24. Kgl 

Gulko simply marches his King 
over to protect e4 before playing 
Nc5. Black is helpless. 

24. ...Kg7 25. Kf2 Kh6 26. Ke3 
Kg5 27, Nc5 Nxc5 28. Rxd8 
Rb7 29, R1d6 Rb6 30, Rc8 1-0 


(Ganesan) 


White: GM Mikhail Gurevich 
Black: GM John Fedorowicz 
(2505) 

English Opening [A29] 


cA Nf6 2. Nc3 e5 3. Nf3 Nc6 


7, Nel Bf8 8. d3 d6 9. Nc2 
Nxd4 gives Black strong 
central pawns and the e-file 


after 10. ...ed 11. Nb5 c5 12. b4 
a6 13. Na3 Qe7! (not 13.... cb 
14. Nc2). 

с b5 Be 


13. Bg5 Be7 14, e3 Bg4 15. f3 


Мхс2 16. Охс2 
16. fg!? leads to a very 


interesting tactical struggle 
which seems to favor White. 
e6 17. f4 Ng4 e7 





Rxe7 19, Rael ef 20. gf Bd7 21. 
Nd1 Qb6 22. d4 Rae8 23. Qd3 
Qa5 24. e4 f6 25, h3 Nh6 26. 
Nf2 Nf7 27. Re3 Rb8 


7. ...Qxa2 is most sensible, but 
Fedorowicz is known to play 
"caveman chess" and get away 
with it. 


28. Qe2 c5 29. d5 Qa6 30, Есі 
[5 31. e5 de 32. fe f4 33. Re4 
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Better was 34. Rel! and if 34. 
...Bf5?! 35. e6 wins for White. 
But 34. ...Rb2 is promising for 
Black. 

34, .,.Кхе5 35. Rc3 Rxe4 36, 
Nxe4 Oxa2 37, Nxc5 Rb] 38, 


Rc1 f3 39, Bf1? 

39. Bxf3 holds for White as the 
following endgame is probably 
drawn. 

39, ...f2+ 40, Oxf2 Oxf2+ 41. 


Kxf2 Rxc1 42. Nxd7 Nd6 0-1 
(Yu, Weiss) 


continued on p. 26 
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GM Potpourri 
continued from p. 25 

White: Murey 
BLack: A. Ivanov 
English Opening [A20] 
1, c4 e5 2. Nf3 e4 3. Nd4 Nc6 4, 
Nxc6 dxc6 5, Nc3 Nf6 
This is considered equal. White 
is really playing the Nimzovich 
variation of the Sicilian with 
colors reversed (1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 
Nf6 3. e5 Nd5 4. Nc3 Nxc3 5. 
dxc3 Nc6), but that opening 
doesn’t have a great reputation. 


6. h3 
6 g3 Bc5 7. Bg2? Qd4 wins a 
pawn. 6. d3!? 

e3 
9, d4 [9. Be2] 9... exd3 10. 
Вх43 Вхс3-- 11. bxc3 Be6 12. 


with a nice, active position and 
attacking chances 


13. Ваз К47 
planning ... Rhd8 


14. КЫ 

14. Rfd1, but the more the 
pieces come off, the starker 
White's doubled pawns stand 
out. 

14... Qa5 15. Bb4 Og5! 

Now White is in trouble; e.g., 
16. Kf1 Rhd8 17. Rd1 Rxd3 18. 
Rxd3 Bxc4 or 16. Khi (or 16. 
Kh2) Qh4 with threats of 

... Rhd8, ...Ng4 among others. 
16. Bf1 Bxh3 17. Qa4 26 18. 

b d2! 20 
White is helpless, e.g., 20. Odl 
Мхс4 
20... Nf3+ 0-1 
It's mate after 21. Khl Bxg2+ 
22. Bxg2 Qh5+. (Ganesan) 
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Blitz 


from p. 8 
the openness of the center 
increases his advantage. 


13....g6 14. Nd2 h5 15. Qe4 


xc3 17 
Ва? 18. Bxa6! 
White gets to snatch a pawn due 
to his better development. 
+ Bd7 

20. Nxd4 Rb8 21. Rad1! Bxb5 
22. Nxb5 Og5 
The wrong flank to escape to, 
now the Queen becomes claus- 
trophobic because of the next 
move. 
23, 14! 05527 24. М46-- КІЗ 
25. Nxf5 gxf5 
Black has lost his Queen, but 
anything can still happen in 
Blitz! 
26. Qo4* Kg7 27. R3 h4 

7 Rh7 29. Rxb7 Rd 
30, Rb8 Rdl+ 31. Rfl Rd2 
White tries to finish quickly by 
pushing his passed pawns, but 
Black’s threats on the second 
rank, coupled with White’s 


rising flag begin to spell danger. 
32. a4 Rh6 33. c4 Re2 34. Rel 


d2 36. 
37, Rb2 Rxa4 
White realized the seriousness 
of ...Rg6 and tried anything to 
get the Rook off the second 
rank. Better than giving back a 
pawn was 37. a5 Rg6 38. Rb2, 
but time begins to take its toll. 


38. h3 Rg6 39. Rf1 Ne7 40. c5 
Nd5 41, Qd2 Re4 42, Rb3 Kh6 
44. Re 4? 
Black slips in time pressure. 
45. Rfl Re4 46, "Oxh6" 1-0 
and not a minute too soon, as 
White was shorter on time! 









NCCA SCHOLARSHIP 
The officers of the Northern 


California Chess Association 
would like to announce the 1990 
NCCA Chess Scholarship. 
Available to junior chess players 
(under 21) who have demon- 
strated talent and dedication to 
the game. This $200 grant will 
be awarded to the one junior 
player in N. Ca, whom the 
NCCA feels most deserving of 
financial support for his or her 
chess developement based on 
his past accomplishments. 
Eligibility is limited only to N. 
Ca residents who are under the 
age of 21 as of January 1, 1990. 
Nominations by chess coaches, 
parents and/or friends will be 
accepted only until the deadline: 
February 15, 1990. The winner 
will be honored at the 1990 
Masters Open on March 30- 
April 1, and should be available 
to accept the award. This grant 
will only be used for chess 
purposes such as tournament 
entry fees, memberships, 
subscriptions, books, equipment 
and travel expenses, etc. and 
ment status through an officer of 
the NCCA. 

Please submit typed copies(2) of 
nominations to NCCA secretary 
Mike Goodall, whose address is 
listed on page 15 of this issue. 
Entries must be postmarked 
byFeb. 15, 1990 to be consid- 
ered. Among those judging will 
be NCCA President Hans Pos- 
chmann, Vice-Pres. Andy 
McManus, Secretary Mike 
Goodall, Treasurer Peter Yu, 
and RVP Alan Glasscoe. 
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BERKELEY 
Fridays, 7:30 p.m. 
YMCA, 2d floor 
Allston and Milvia 

ұу - 
CAL-BERKELEY 
Wednesdays 7-10 p.m. 
Tan Oak Room, 4th floor 
MLK Student Union, UCB 
Peter Yu 848-7809 
CAFE MILANO 
casual games 


CAFE ARIEL 
casual games 

аис 
BURLINGAME 
Thursdays, 7:30 p.m. 
Burlingame Rec Ctr 
990 Burlingame Ave 
CAMPBELL 
KOLTY 
Thursdays 7-11:30 p.m. 
Campbell Comm Ctr 
Winchester/W .Campbell 
P.Mayntz (408)371-2290 
CHICO 
Fridays 7-11 p.m. 
Comm. Hospital 
Conference Center 
B. Riner (916)872-0373 
FAIRFIELD/SUISUN 
2d. Saturday each month 
2683 Laurel Drive 

у 7 -5460 

ЕКЕМОКТ 
Mondays 7 p.m. 
Fremont Public Library 
2400 Stevenson Blvd 
H. Poschmann 656-8505 
HAYWARD 
Mondays 7-9 p.m. 
Hayward Library 
Mission at C St 
Kerry Lawless 785-9352 
Thurdays 5-10 p.m. 


CLUB DIRECTORY 


Chabot College 
25555 Hesperian Blvd 
Hayward 
Kerry Lawless 785-9332 
LIVERMORE 
Fridays (TBA) 
C. Pigg 447-5067 
MONTEREY CENTER 
Open daily except Mon. 
408-372. 

NAPA VALLEY 
Thursday 3:30 p.m. 
Lee Lounge, Vets Home 
Yountville 
B. Bailey (707)253-0648 
PALO ALTO 
Tuesdays 6:30 p.m. 
Mitchell Park CommCtr 
Palo Alto 

V З 
RENO NV 
Mon/Thurs 7 p.m. 
Oldtown Mall CommCtr 
4001 S. Virginia 
Reno NV 
J. Weikel (702)320-071] 
RICHMOND 
Fridays 5 p.m. 
Richmond Library 
26th & MacDonald 


T.Ball 234-5336 
SACRAMENTO 
Wednesdays 7-11 p.m. 
Senior Citizens Ctr 
915-27th St. 
el 7- 

SAN FRANCISCO 
MECHANICS INSTITUTE 
Open daily 
57 Post St, 4th Floor 
San Francisco 

Wi - 
CAFE BOCCARO 
casual games 


346-1801 


N JOSE 
SANJO; 7 p.m. 
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Blind Center 

101 N. Bascom Av 

B.W. Curto 

Thursdays 10 a.m.-2 p.m. 
Kirk Senior Program 
1601 Foxworthy Av 
SAN RAFAEL 

Pete's 881 Sports Bar 
721 Lincoln Ave 

San Rafael 


SANTA CLARA 
2d Sat. each month 
2:15-6:15 p.m. 
Machado Park Bldg 
3360 Cabrillo Avenue 
je 0 - 

SANTA CRUZ 
Thursdays 6:30 p.m. 
Citicorp Savings 
Ocean & Water 

Мо - 
SUNNYVALE 
LERA 
Tuesdays, 8 p.m. 
Lockheed Rec Ctr 
Sunnyvale 

283 0 : 
VALLEJO 
Fridays 7:30 p.m. 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
333 Amador St 


VISALIA 


WALNUT CREEK 
Tuesdays 7:30 p.m. 
Civic Park 
Broadway at Civic 


YUBA-SUTTER 
Tuesdays 6:30 p.m. 
Buttes Christian Manor 
223 F Street, Marysville 


T.Giertych(916)742-7071 
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FEBRUARY 1990 
04 Su Walnut Creek (Quads) 
10 Sa San Rafael (Schol. Quads) 
17-19 SaSuM Berkeley/UCB: People's 
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MARCH 1990 
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First, we'd like to welcome all of 
our new subscribers. Please keep 
sending in your helpful comments 
and suggestions! 

If youare not a subscriber, don't 
you think you should subscribe 
now? Itonly costs $10 for a whole 
year, and with the rising cost of 
printing these days, we can't keep 
it this low forever. 

In case you're wondcring why 
we've made this issuc a Special 
Collegiate Edition, it is just our 
way of celebrating a national--no 
make that Pan-Amcrican--cham- 
pionship. The U.C. Berkeley 
Chess Team has especially prc- 
pared many games exclusively for 
the CCJ readership. Thanks for 
all your support through the years, 
and hope to see you at our tourna- 
ments! 

Beginning with this issuc, we'll be 
featuring complete coverage of 
all regional chess events. The 
tournaments listed on our Tour- 
nament Calendars (back covcr) 
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will all be reported next issue. So, 
if you ever win a tournament, be 
sure to check for your name in our 
pages, and congratulations! 
Finally, as thenew Regional Vice- 
President of U.S.C.F. (replacing 
Andy Lazarus), I'd like to inform 
you of a very special tournament 
coming up. The N. Ca Chess 
Association Masters Open (Mar. 
30-Apr. 1) will be a high quality, 
all-master competition not to be 
missed! Whether you come as a 
participant or spectator, you 
shouldn't pass up an opportunity 
to witness the nation's top players 
in action. Spectating is free, so 
swing on by U.C. Berkeley's MLK 
Jr. Student Union, and check out 
the action on the 4th floor. The 
Masters Open is also sponsored 
by Games of Berkeley. 

And now, let's hear from some of 
our knowlegeable readers who 
wrote in... 

Hello Peter: 

First of all, may I congratulate 


| King Takes A Walk 
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you on a very interesting, schol- 
arly and enjoyable article. Pawns 





of Chess: A Study in the Chess 


Player's Personality Traits and 
Motivation. Being a psychology 
continued on p. 23 


This issue has been dedicated to April Sakai, in appreciation of her hard work 
in getting our last issue out on time. Thanks April! 
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After a decade of far- 
away sites, the 1989 Pan-Ameri- 
can Intercollegiate Team Cham- 
pionship was finally held atamore 
Western locale—Salt Lake City, 
Utah. Although only nineteen 
teams showed up, probably due to 
the smaller number of colleges on 
the West Coast as opposed to the 
East, the field was stronger than 
ever. The top five teams all had 
average ratings over 2200, mak- 
ing this six-round event a "who's 
who” among collegiate chess: 


Harvard (average rating 2376) 

Top ranked and defending 
champs, this familiar Ivy League 
foursome were the favorites 
coming into the tournament—but 
not by much. Having the dis- 
pleasure of travelling the farthest 
were sophmore FM Vivek Rao 
(2522), junior and tcam captain 
FM Danny Edelman (2441), jun- 
ior Andy Serotta (2315) and gradu- 
ating senior Issa Youssef (2227). 


Stanford (2346) 

Arare participant at the Pan-Ams, 
Stanford took advantage of the 
proximity of the tournament and 
sent their top team. Ironically, 
Stanford, one of the nation’s rich- 
est and most expensive private 
universities, did not receive any 
financial support from their 
school, but had to count on the 
generousity of the Northern Cali- 
fornia Chess Association. The 
powerful Cardinals included sen- 
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U.C. Berkeley Wins Pan-American 
IIntercolllegiates 


ior and team captain FM Adam 
Lief (2443), graduate student Greg 
Kotlyar (2407), law student Peter 
Thiel (2320) and graduate Paul 
Rejto (2224). 


U.C. Berkeley (2336) 

Coming off of asuccessful sweep 
of the 1989 Pacific Coast Inter- 
collegiates, Cal wanted more than 
just the equal-second place they 
got last year. A "regular" at Pan- 
Ams, Berkeley not only returned 
with an even stronger team, but 
possessed the only International 
Master of the tournament. Like 
their Bay Arearival, Berkelcy also 
received funding from NCCA. 
The dangerous Cal-Bears featured 
Chemistry graduate FM Dave 
Glueck (2451), Logic graduate and 
a welcome addition from Austra- 
lia IM Greg Hjorth (2447/9), jun- 
ior and team captain Peter Yu 
(2235), and law student Matt Ng 
(2210). 


Toronto (2275) 

A perennial powerhouse, the 
Canadians are not to be underesti- 
mated. Although the Canucs are 
now without their deadliest 
weapon, FM Ian Findlay, they still 
had one advantage over the other 
top teams: a fifth alternate. One 
of two non-U.S. teams, Toronto 
fielded Todd Southam (2403), 
David Southam (2266), S. Quek 
(2246), Imtiaz Husain (2189), and 
Andrei Moffat (2076). 





University of Minnesota (2239) 
After a year’s absense, Minnesota 
returned with their own all-mas- 
ter team. An easily overlooked 
underdog, Minnesota's depth 
made up for their lack of high- 
rated top boards. Driving their 
way to Utah, werc Mike Zelkind 
(2247), Jack Yoos (2281), Bert 
Wilson (2212) and Bill Harrison 
(2216). 





Rounding up the top ten seeds 
were Rhode Island College, Brit- 
ish Columbia, Berkeley "B", Univ. 
of Utah, and Chicago "A". 


Round 1: 

Norealupscets. The closest match 
was Berkeley "A"-Worcester 
Institute of PolyTechnics. After 
Berkeley’s Ng flew in too late to 
avoid forfeit, IM Hjorth dropped 
an exchange on board two. Luck- 
ily for the Bears, Glueck was able 
to squeeze a point out of an even 
Qucen and pawns ending, aftcr 
which Hjorth craftily won two 
pawns for his exchange deficit 
thereby securing the match, 2.5- 
1.5. Kingsborough Comm. Col- 
lege-Stanford was also a close 
match over the board, but the much 
higherrated Cardinals proved they 
were just warming up by winning 


4-0. 


Round 2: 

University of Utah, the host tcam, 

met up with Berkeley "A" only to 
continued on p. 4 








from p. 3 


lose quickly on board 3, 2, and 
then 1. Yu won a piece in the late 
opening, while Hjorth playedlike 
Duncan Suttles against tourna- 
ment organizer and Berkeley 
Alumnus David Lither (2104). Ng 
graciously offered his opponent a 
draw, after the match had already 
been clinched, to reach 3.5-.5 
Berkeley. Harvard and Stanford 
both showed good form, with the 
latter beating Berkeley “B”. 
Toronto fell a half-point off the 
pace with an unimpressive draw. 


Round 3: 

As predicted by Danny Edelman, 
“Round three will becrucial.” The 
first of the power-matches saw 
Berkeley “A” upset top-ranked 
Harvard and avenge last year’s 1- 
3 loss. Team captain Yu had 
deliberately put Hjorth on sccond 
board to disrupt Edelman, who 
could not effectively prepare 
against the relatively unknown 
IM's unusual openings. Glucck, 
however, played board one be- 
causc hc had an even scorc against 
Rao, while a negative record ver- 
sus Edelman. Ng was expected to 
draw Youssef, while Yu had to 
hold his own against the much 
higher rated Scrotta. 


After losing a pawn, Serotta of- 
fers a draw (sce games section). 
Yu prudently declines until he 
notices that Ng has a winning 
Queen sac (also in games sec- 
tion), whereupon he waits for Ng 
to play the winning move. 
Berkeley soon gets 1.5 points on 
the bottom two boards, while both 


California Chess Journal 


Rao and Edelmanare at best equal. 
Edelman valiantly tries for a win 
in order to salvage the match, but 
gets nothing against Hjorth. 
Glueck gives Rao the draw, and 
Berkeley “A” beats Harvard 3-1. 
Not nearly as exciting was 
Stanford’s victory over Minne- 
sota. Toronto draws again, this 
time to R.I.C. 


Round 4: 

The two tournament leaders, Stan- 
ford and Berkeley “A”, met in 
what may be fittingly called “The 
Big Match”. Both at 3-0, Stan- 
ford had the draw advantage since 
atie-break would favor the higher 
ranked team. Once again, the 
board order was important as 
Glueck has reached better posi- 
tions against Lief than Kotlyar, 
and Hjorth had a 1-0 record ver- 
sus Kotlyarin W.B.C.A. play. The 
biggest rating deficit was still on 
board three, but Yu had a plus 
record against Thiel, and felt 
confident after last round. So if 
Ng could hold his own against the 
slightly higher Rejto, the pre- 
round stats favored Cal. 


It did not look good for the Bears 
early on, as Yu achieved an infe- 
rior position as White, and Lief 
equalized against Glueck’s silly 
Ponziani’s (see games below). 
Only Hjorth's game showed prom- 
ise, as Rejto began to break 
through Ng's King's Indian. 
Suddenly, Lief blundered a piece 
to Glueck and and then resigned 
in disgust. But the scales soon 
evened as Ng lost to Rejto. Greg 
Hjorth's flawless technique con- 
verted a pawn advantage to a full 





point against Greg Kotlyar (game 
shown below), and only the two 
Peters remained in battle. De- 
fending tenaciously, Yu was able 
to reach repitition after Thiel 
missed numerous winning plans. 
Reluctantly, Thiel agreed to adraw 
instead of playing on and losing a 
pawn, even though this meant a 
2.5-1.5 win for Berkeley. 

Harvard handed R.I.C. their first 
loss, while Toronto drew a third 


time. 


Round 5: 

Now in clear first, Berkeley "A" 
begantorelax. Yutook an unnec- 
essary and premature draw as 
Black against Minnesota's 
Wilson, just as Hjorth inexplica- 
bly hung a pawn to Yoos. Imme- 
diately, Yoos offered a draw 
whereupon Hjorth declined even 
though he had no compensation. 
Zelkind-Glueck saw an interest- 
ing gambit, but poor play by White 
could not justify the three-pawn 
deficit. Ng-Harrison was a dis- 
sappointment as Ng missed a tac- 
tical detail, and the match began 
to look drawish. 

Miraculously, Hjorth began to 
create compensation, but only 
after giving Yoos a second pawn. 
A bizzarre victory by the Aussie 
IM (shown below) won the match 
for Berkeley 2.5-1 5 


Unfortunately for the Bears, Har- 
vard beat Stanford when a draw 
would have clinched clear first 
for Berkeley. Actually, Stanford 
had a chance to win, but Thiel 
missed a two-mover which wona 
piece, only to play on and lose. 
Harvard narrowly wins 2.5-1.5, 
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with full points from Youssef and 
Serotta, and a draw from Rao. 


Round 6: 

With the tournament over for 
Stanford, and almost wrapped-up 
by Berkeley “A”, the Cal Bears 
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Rao (Harvard), 2nd Bd.-Hjorth 
(Berkeley “A”’), 3rd Bd.-Ganesan 
(Berkeley “B”), and 4th Bd.- 
Jensen (W.P.I.). IM Hjorth also 
won the Pan-Am Blitz tourna- 
ment, which was held the night 
before round six. Here are some 


suffered a major set-back. Же from the A-team: 


Berkeley’s last round loss to the 
sluggish Toronto, was truly dis- 
sappointing and careless. From 
the start, board twolooked drawn, 
while a poorly played board three 
game saw Yu give up a pawn but 
unable to find the correct com- 
pensation. Luckily for Cal, Ng 
was clearly winning torestore the 
equilibrium. But an absent- 
minded Glueck, passed up a per- 
petual to play on an exchange 
down (see following games), 
because he was unaware of Ng’s 
game. Had Glueck checked the 
team status at the time of his per- 
petual, he could have secured a 
drawn match and aclear first place. 
Luckily for Harvard, the Bears 
lost 1.5-2.5, after Glueck over- 
looked another drawing variation. 


The final standings were l st place: 
Berkeley "A" on tie-breaks over 
co-champs Harvard, both at 5-1; 
3rd place: Toronto, 4.5-1.5; 4th: 
Stanford, 4-2; 5th/6th: R.I.C. and 
Utah “A”, 3.5-2.5; 7th-10th: 
Minnesota, Utah "B", Berkeley 
"B", and Chicago "A", each at 3- 
3. 


Special thanks goes to NTD Dan 
Burg, for a smooth tournament, 
and organizer David Lither for 
making everyone feel welcomed 
(especially his alma mater). The 
board-prize winners were: 1 st Bd.- 


White: 
Harvard 
Black: Peter Yu (2235)/ 
Berkeley A 

King’s Indian Defense 

Scrotta and I have played in 
numerous tournaments together. 
He had a 2.5-.5 record against me 
going into this game, but this was 
the first time I had the Black 
Pieces. 


Andy Serotta (2315)/ 


Вс2 46 5,44 

Originally a Reti/English player, 
Serotta now believes this move is 
indispensible if White wants an 
advantage. I was preparedto play 
the K-Indian Panno variation, and 
Serotta's consistent openings 
didn't dissappoint me. 

Less dynamic is 6... .Nbd7 7. Nc3 
e5 8. e4 c6 9. h3 intending 10. 
Rel-4-, after which Serotta's solid 
positionalstyle would at least give 
him a comfortable game. 
L.Nc3 26 8. h3 Rb8 2. e4 
Atthis point I realized that Serotta 
had prepared for me. What I 
expected was 9. Be3 b5 10. М42 
as in Serotta-Edelman, U.S. Jr 
1989. But instead of Edelman's 
passive 10....Bd7 11. Kh2 Na5 
12. cb ab 13. b4 Nc4 14. Nxc4 bc 
15. a3 c6 which eventually led to 
adraw (see CCJ vol.3,#8), I would 
have played the more interesting 


10....Bb7!? (not the inferior 
10....Na5 11.cbab 12.b4 Nc413. 
Nxc4 bc 14. b5 d5 15. a4+= Hjar- 
tarson-Emst, 1987) 11. cb (Un- 
clear is 11. Rc1 Na5 12. cb ab 13. 
b4 Nc4 14. Nxc4 bc 15.d5 e6as in 
Poutiainen-Pinter, 1975) ab 12. 
Nxb5 Na5 13.Qa4 Bxg2 14. Kxg2 
Qd7! 15. Nc3 Qxa4 16. Nxa4 Nd5 
17. Rabl Bxd4! 18. Bxd4 КІМ- 
Grunfeild-Nunn, 1986. Although 
I was mildly dissappointed about 
my wasted preparation, I still 
remembered how to play this 
variation. 

9,...b5 10, ¢5 dg 

Also playable was 10....Nd7 11. 
e6fe 12. d5 ed 13. cd Na7 14. Be3 
Nb6 15. Ng5 c5 16. іс еб 17. 
Rcl4- as in Капко-Тістапп, 
1985. The text leads to a more 
simplified position, where I hoped 
to outplay Serotta. 





So far so book. After the game | 
learned that Serotta was prepared 
against 16....Ncc5 with 17. 
Nxe5!? Bxe5 18. Bc6! (18....Nb6 
19. Nxb6 cb 20. Bh6 Bg7 21. 
Bxg7 Kxg7 22. Rd4+=) 19. Ba7 
Rb7 (19....Ne5?! 20. Bb8 Nc6 
21. Bc7! Bxc7 22. Racl Bb7 23. 
Rd7 Rc8 24. Nb6! gave White a 
continued on p. 18 
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2nd Annual Palo Alto Open 


The Second Annual 
Palo Alto Open was held on Janu- 
ary 20-21, 1990 at Mitchell Park 
Recreation Center, Palo Alto, with 
115 players in attendance. The 
title of Open Champion and the 
first-place plaque was won by CCJ 
columnist and FM Craig Mar 
(2535), of San Jose, on tie-breaks 
over IM Marc Leski (2554), of 
Berkeley, last year’s winner. Each 
scored 4-0 against an Open field 
of 33 players, including nine 
masters. They split $400. The 
exciting final round saw Mar 
defeat FM Renard Anderson 
(2364) and Leski defeat NM Vla- 
dimir Strugatsky (2545). 

Top expert went to 
current Northern California High 
School Champion 17-year-old 
Andrew McManus (2165) of 
Oakland, and current Northern 
California Jr. High School Cham- 
pion 14-year old Alan Stein 
(1934) of Cupertino. Each had 3 
points. Young Stein defeated 
Mike Rozler (2116), NM Tom 
Dorsch (2260) and 1990 Palo Alto 
Club Champion NM Mike Amé 


-~ (2252), and only lost to NM Steve 


Schonhaut (2267), for a 2424 
performance rating! 

The Reserve section 
(under 2000) was won by 15-year 
old Peter Lee (1807) with a per- 
fect 4-0 score in a field of 37 
players. Second place went to 
veteran player David Betanco 
(1930) with a 3.5-.5 score. Top 
under 1800 went to Peter 


McKone (1775), Steve Esh 
(1750), and Glenn Lefkov (1698) 
each at 3 points. 

The Booster section 
(under 1600) was won by 15-year 
old Peter Olcott (1375) with a 
perfect 4-0 score in a field of 20 
players. Top Unrated went to 
Palo Alto City Councilman Le- 
land Levy (who also has his col- 
lection of 30 rare chess sets from 
every part of the world on display 
at the center. Included were an 
original Staunton set and exqui- 
sitcly hand-crafted sets from Af- 
rica, Southeast Asia, China, 
Mexico, and Europe.) 

The Junior section had 
24 kids from ages 6 to 15. Top 
Junior went to Philipp Knopfle 
with a perfect 4-0 score. Brian 
Jew of San Francisco won the 10- 
12 age group and Micah Fisher- 
Kirshner of San Rafael won the 
9-and-under age group. 

The tournament was 
organized by Steve Farmer and 
directed by Bill Wall, assisted by 
Richard Koepcke and Rod 
McCalley. The tournament was 
sponsored by the Palo Alto Chess 
Club, which meets every Tuesday 
night for rated and casual play. 
(Report submitted by Bill Wall) 
Here is one exciting game from 
the event. 

White: FM Renard Anderson 
2364) 
Black: Andrew McManus (2165) 


FRENCH DEFENSE [C18] 









1.4 с6 2,44 45 3.Х<3 
Bb4 4.e5 c5 5.23 Dc3 6.bc3 Qc7 


LOg415 8.093 Ne7 

8...cd 9.cd Ne7 is much safer, as 
9.Qxg7 is prevented by 9...Rg8 
followed by 10...Qc3+. 


9.Вь5+ 

9.087 Rg8 10.Qh7 cd4 11.Qh5 
Kd7. 

3S... Bd7 10.24 Db5 11.ab5 0-0 
12.5е21 

With the annoying threat of 13. 
Nf4. 


9 
Loses, but Black is much worse 
anyway. The threat of h5 and Nf4 
is devastating. 


15.024 
Of coursc not 15. Bxf4 Qc4, when 
Black has play for thc pawn. 

2 


But simply 16.h5! and Black is 
crushed. The difference becomes 
evident three moves later, whena 
rook can capture on e5 after the 
knight is sacrificed. 


18.046 046 19.ed6 f3 with тоге 
chances than in the game. 


18. Nge5 
Forced. 


Maintaining pressure on the all- 
important a1-h8 diagonal. 


21...Re2 22.Kf1 and, amazingly, 


the king on f1 is safer than the | 


king on h8! / 


continued on p. 21 
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Berkeley Chess iue Open Qualifier Part I 





Every October, the Berkeley 
Chess Club (BCC) begins an eight- 
round Swiss Qualifying Open. 
The top five finishers play around- 
robin for the title of club cham- 
pion. Traditionally, the Qualify- 
ing Open has been the most popu- 
lar BCC event, attracting both 
regulars and players who are not 
seen for the rest of the year. 

This year’s tournament, 
featuring 75 players, was ably 
directed by Dean Howard and 
Alan Glasscoe, with help from 
Mike Sweeney and myself. Based 
onratings alone, the five expected 
qualifiers were Richard Kelson 
(2332), Kerry Lawless (2269), 
Alan Kobernat (2204), Ron Ba- 
sich (2192) and Steve Cross 
(2178). Neither Kelson nor 
Lawless, however, took the tour- 
nament seriously, missing eight 
rounds between them. Both 
Kobernat and Basich succumbed 
tothe opposition, testifying to the 
intensity of the struggle. Steve 
Cross and Agnis Kaugars were 
the pace-setters in the early rounds. 
Both would lose to CCJ staff 
member Seggev Weiss, who 
dominated the rest of the tourna- 
ment. Only an unfortunate last- 
round loss to TD Howard, who 
had been slowly but surely creep- 
ing up from behind, prevented 
Weiss from taking clear first. The 
final standings: 

Ist D. Howard (2115) 6!/, 
dnd-4th S. Weiss (2077) 6 
Ganesan (2112) 


Ganesan 


S. Cross (2178) 


Sth-8th A. Kaugars (2125) 5'/, 


pts. (qualified on tiebreak) 
A. McManus (2126) 
D. Moulton (2124) 
W. Fugate (1741) 


Best A A. Estes 
BestB W. Fugate 
BestC N. Casares 
BestD B. Rohmer 
D. Vasaturo 


Best E/U T. Davis 
A round-by-round summary, with 
selected highlights, follows. 
Round One 
White: D. Moulton (2124) 
Black: R. Foster (1738) 
Ruy Lopez [C77] 
Despite 400-rating-point dif- 
ferentials, there were few quick 
victories. This game was an ex- 
ception. 

1, 4 е5.2, МІЗ Меб 3, ВЬ5 26 
4, Bad Nf6 5, d4 exd4 6, 0-0 b5? 
6...Be7 is book. 

Z. Bb3 462 
One mistake too many as Black in 
an open game. 7...Be7. 


B. Ng» d» 

8...№е5 9. [4 №4 10. Na3 is also 
unpleasant. 

2, exd5 Nxd5? 

9...Na5. 

10, Nxf7i Kxf7 11, Oh5+ 26 12, 
Oxd5+ 1-0 


- 
White: K. Gross (1748) 
Black: S. Cross (2178) 
Sicilian Defense [B30] 

Cross claimed he was lost for 
only one move in this game. The 


reader may judge for himself. 


NbdZ d5 8. c3 
8. Nh4!? 
8 b6 9 a 1? 
Weakening. 9. e5 or 9. exd5!? 
Nxd5 10. Nb3 (10. d4 cxd4 11. 
Nxd4 Nxd4 12. cxd4 Bb7) threat- 
ening d4. 
Qc7 12.e2 
In a bad way, White tries to 
complicate. 
lo уз 
13...Rad8 threatening ...Bxc4 
avoids cheapos along the diagonal. 
419 ә! 


14...Ngxc5 looks good enough. 
15, Вха8 Вха8? 

Probably overlooking White’s 
17th. 15...Nxf2 16. Kxf2 Rxa8 


with plenty of compensation. 


16. Ох24 №27 17, Ое4 №ха 18, 
Оха8: D[8 19, Ne4 Dc8 
19...Kg7 20. Bh6* 

20, Nf0+ 20. Nd6 is also winning. 

20... Kh8 21, QD? 

21. Rd1! 

21. Nc2 22. Re4 Nd4 

22...Bb7 23. Rh4 23, Rh42? 

Gross was in poor form in this 

tournament. He had to play 23. 

Qd1 or 23. Qg2, threatening 


/ 23...Bb7 24. Qh3. 


23. Nxf3+ 0-1 
Round Two 
Game scores from this round 
appear to be missing. There were 
few upsets and several players 
continued on p. 8 
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collected their second point. 


Round Three 
White: K. Lawless (2269) 
Black: N. Casares (1586) 
Danish Gambit [C21] 

Casares had already caused two 
upsets. Would he able to pull off 
another? 

1. e4 e$ 2. d4 exd4 3. c3 dxc3 
4. Dc4 cxb2 5. DxbZ 
Lawless is probably the regional 
authority on this romantic open- 
ing. 
2: Db41 
дЫ» 
6. №2 
The books also suggest 6. Kfl 
(threatening Qb3) when 6...Kf8 
is an amusing continuation. 
2 ә! 
7. Nf3 Bxd2+ looks less aggres- 
sive but is apparently the correct 
continuation. 
1.46 
7...Qxd2 8. Qxd2 Bxd2 9. Bxg7 
but Black may have tried7...Bxd2 
8. Nf3 Qc5 9. Nxd2 Nf6. 
› О): 

9. Bxf7+ Kxf7 10. Qb34 with 
play for the pawn may be better. 
9, ..Nc6 10, Bb5 Ne7?? 
Hehad toplay 10...Bxd211.Nxd2 
(or 11. Bxc6+ Kf8) Ne7. 


1LOxb4 0-012,0¢3 Веб 13.13 


White: W. Fugate (1741) 
Black: G. Berry (2105) 
Sicilian Defense [B21] 

This game was the best upset 

of the tournament. Fugate com- 
pletely outplays his higher-rated 
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opponent. 


1. c4 c5 2, d4 cxd4 3. c3 d3 4, 
Bxd3 Nc6 5. c4 g6 6. Nf3 B277, 


7...Bxc3+?! gives up too valu- 
able a defensive piece. 

8, Be3 Nf6 9, h3 0-0 10, 0-0 
Веб: 
10...Nd7 has been played. On e6, 
the Bishop proves misplaced. 


Rfc8 
13...f5!?, although weakening, 


would complicate the struggle. In 
the game, Black starts redeploy- 
ing his pieces, a sign that he is 
lacking a good plan. This is often 
good enough when playing some- 
one much lower-rated but in this 
game Fugate responds 


enc: getically. 
! 


21. Вх26 №6 


Black's pawn structure does not 
inspire confidence. 





Black keeps better drawing 
chances with the Rooks on the 
board. 

27, Веб+ КЬ? 28, №5 №4 29, 
Rxd8 Nxd8 





Time trouble. 29...Rxd8 loses a 
pawn to 30. Nxg7 Kxg731.Bxh6+ 
or 30. Bxa7 but Black would have 
more play than in the game. 


a4 


32. Bxa7 was also good. 


32. Nxd5 33, cxd5 a6 

33...b6 

34, Вс5 К/6 55, ЕГІ» Ко? 36, 
Bxe7 Re8 37, 40 NcG 28, 6+ 


Kg6 39, d7 Res 40, Bh4 Khs 
40. ..Nd8 41. Rc1 threatening Rc8 


White: D. Moulton (2124) 
Black: J. Shapiro (1743) 
Ruy Lopez [C70; C78] 

This game, adjourned twice, 
features two interesting endings: 
R v. 2N and R v. N42 pawns. 


4, Da4 5 5, ВЬЗ Bes? 

The rare Graz variation. For a 
brief spell, Fischer played 
5:4 МаЗ. 

6,0-0 

The books recommend 6. c3 d6 7. 
d4, while 6. Nxe5 Qg5 leads to 
complications. 


6..d6 7. c3 
7. d4?! Nxd4 8. Nxd4 Bxd4 


1-84 8, 43 
8. d4!? exd4 9. h3 Bxf3 10. Qxf3 
with play for the pawn. 8. Bd5 
Qd7(8...Nge7? 9. Bxf7+)9.Bxc6 
Qxc6 10. Nxe5 dxe5 11. Qxg4 
NÍ6 12. Qe2 Qxe4; 8 а4!? 

2 


8,,,Of6 9, Bes? 
9. Nbd2 keeps the edge in a mid- 





ә wv PRESS NEU о 


ғғ. » 


"ie Б 





dlegame. Moultononly expected 
9...Qg6 10. Bd5 Nge7 11. Bxe7. 


Bxb3 12. axb3 f6 13, Bxh8 Kf7 
]4.Na3 Rb8 15. Nc2a» 16, Kh1 
Хее7 17, Вхі6 Kxf6 18. f4 exf4 
19. d4 Bb6 20. Rxf4* K27 21. 


Now Black will play ... Rf8, ex- 
changing Rooks and he is not 
worse in the ending. 


23, Ne3 Rf8 24, Rxf8+ Nxf8 25, 
№95 №7 26, №хрб Nxb6 27. 24 


! ? 
A time trouble hallucination that 
loses two pawns. 29. Rf2 b4 30. 
Rc2 or 30. d5 bxc3 31. bxc3 





The sealed move. White gets 
counterplay by Rc3. 


Nd4 39, Ke1 
39. Rxh7 Nd3+ cuts White’s King 


off from the advance of Black's b- 
pawn, according to Moulton. 


39, wNf3+ 40, Kf2 Nxh2 
Now 40...Nd34 41. Kg3. 


The best try, overlooked by 
Moulton in his adjournment analy- 
sis. If 42...Ng moves, 43. Rh4+. 


43, Rb7 Nc3 
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If 43...Ng moves, 44. Rxb5 and 
White need only sacrifice the Rook 
for the last pawn to draw. 

44, Кіс4 45 45, Re7+ Kd3 46, 
Ки 


The second sealed move. The 
general opinion was that Black 
could still win but Moulton 
worked out an impeccable 
defense. 

46...Kd4 47. Rb7 Ne2+ 48. Kf5 
(48. Kf3 b4)48...Ng3+49. Kf4=. 
I thought 46...Kc2 was best, but 
then 47. Ke5 b4 48. Rb7 b3 49. 
Kd4 b2 50. Rb8 and draws 
(Moulton). 46...b4 47. Rb7 Kc4 
(47...04 48. Ке5) 48. Кс7+ КЬ5 
49. Ке5 63 50. Ка7 Кс4 51. Кс7+ 
Kb4 52. Rb7+ Nb5 53. Kxd5 b2 
54. Kc6 = (Moulton). 

47, Ke? 

Worse are 47. Rb7 Kc2 and 47. 
Rc7 b4 48. Rb7 Na2 49. Kf3 Kd2 
50. Ke4 d351. Kd4 Kc2. 47... b4 
47...Ke3 48. Kd6+ Kd2 49. Kc5 
d3 50. Rd7 Kc2 51. Kb4 d2 52. 
Rd8 (Moulton) is a mirror image 
of the previous note. 

48, Rb7 

48. Rd7 Nb5 49. Rb7 Kc4 is less 
good. 

48..,Na2 49. Kd 

49. Rd7 b3 50. Rxd4 Kc2. 


49,..Кс3 50, Ес7- К43 1/2-1/2 


White: B. Clair (1939) 
Black: A. Kobernat (2204) 
Dutch Defense [A00] 

Bryan Clair played only two 
games. This one was largely re- 
sponsible for knocking Kobernat 
out of contention. 

1.3312 [5 Z. d4 Nf6 3, Nc2 d» 
Blocking the center makes it eas- 
ier for White to get away with his 


first move. Kobemat may have 
been worried about allowing e4, 
although White would be atempo 
down on book positions. 

4. Df4 Ne471 

Black will suffer from the result- 
ing fractured pawn structure. 
4...c6 with a Stonewall is better. 
5. Ухе4 1хе4 6, e3 

Suddenly, White threatens 7. 
Qh5+ g6 8. Qe5 winning a pawn. 
6...Вб 

6...g6!?. 

L.c4c68, Ne2e69. Nc3Nd7 10, 
Ob3 Ob6 11, Oxb6 axh6 12, Be2 
һь 


Putting another pawn on a light 
square. 12...Be7. 

13. h3 dxc4 

This doesn't work out too well. 
13...h4. 

14. Dxc4 b» 15. DeZ b4 16. Nb1 
bxa3 17, 0-0 

17. Nxa3 Bb4+ 

17...У0 

17.40). 18. Bcl but 17... He7 is 
still good. 


18, Nxa3 Nd5 19, Bes Bxa3 
Otherwise, White plays Nc4 and 
controls the a-file. 
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22. Bxg7 Rg8 threatening... Bxh3 


continued on p. 24 
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YOUNTVILLE 
1/13 - 1/15/20 
VETS HOME OPEN 


44 players attended this three day 
tournament. TD Robert Hicks 
submits the following results: 
Open Section: 1st Mare Leski 
(2554) 6-0, 2nd-3rd Luis 
Busquets (2293) and Jesse Jes- 
са 3.5-2.5; Under 2200: Ist-3rd 
Mare Braverman (2084), John 
Brooke (1868) and Clarence 
Lehman (2027) 3-3; Under 2000: 
Ist Edmund Jimenez (1976) 6- 
0; Under 1800: 1st-2nd Marvin 
Boykins (1733) and Arlando 
McCrolley 4-2; Under 1600: Ist 
Walter Sternenberg (1543) 4-2. 


NOVATO 

1/13/90 

QUADS 

Art Martinsen directed the 18 
player four-section event. The 
winners were as follows: Section 
I: Keith Vickers (2270) 2.5-.5; 
SectionII: Dan Goldstein (1932) 
2.5-.5; Section III: James Hum- 
mell (1551) 3-0; and a three-way 
tic in Section IV: Steve Gotanda 
(UNR), Marc Lester (UNR), and 
Fernando Oliver (UNR), all with 
2-1. 


PALO ALTO 
1/20 - 1/21/90 


› 


Sce pagc 6 for full tournament 


report 
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BAY AREA SPLINTERS 


January-February, 1990 


SAN FRANCISCO 


1/21/90 
LOWELL HIGH SCHOOL 


Fifty players played in four sec- 
tions under the able direction or 
TD Peter Dahl. Organized by 
Dahl and Lowell student Alan Tse, 
this tournament brought in crucial 
funds to support Lowell's trip to 
the H.S. Nationals in April. The 
top section was strong as usual, 
with six masters and six experts, 
the lowestrated being 2082. After 
three rounds of play, here were 
the results: Section I: 1st through 
3rd place tie: Peter Thiel (2320), 
Sergey Iskotz (2312), and Peter 
Yu (2235) 2.5-.5; Section II: 1st- 
2nd Peter Lee (1843) and Scott 
Wilson (1806) 2.5-.5; Section III: 
1st Marvin Boykins (1733) 3-0; 
Section IV: 1st-2nd Steve Ho 
(Unr.) and Emmanuel Perez 
(Unr.) 3-0, 3rd-6th Todd 
Stansbury (1336), Piers Barry 
(1035), Tom OcConnell (Unr.), 
and Martin Guerrero (Unr.) 2-1. 


WALNUT CREEK-W.C, 
Clarence Lehman directed this 
WBCA Tournament, held at the 
Walnut Creck Chess Club. The 
tournament started at 7:30 p.m. 
and by 10:00 p.m. onc player, 
Richard Kelson, (USCF rating 
2343) emerged the clear winner 
with a score of 11.5-1.5 from a 
field of fourteen. Tom Dorsch 





(USCF 2260) and Mark Racine, 
(9th seeded), (USCF1904) each 
tied for 2nd-3rd with scores of 11- 
i 

WALNUT CREEK 

2/4/90 

QUADS 


32 players competed in six sec- 
tions (including two junior sec- 
tions). Dr. Pascal Baudry directed 
this regular monthly event and 
here are the results: Section I: 
Tom Dorsch (2260) 3-0; Section 
II: Neil Falconer (2134); Section 
III: 1st and 2nd place tie, Mark 
Gagnon (2084) and Paul 
Liebhaber (2068) 2-1; Section 
IV: Jeff Serandos (2021) 2.5-.5; 
Section V: 1st and 2nd place tie, 
Ursula Foster (1727) and Ralf 
Wuehler (1648); Section VI: 
Raviz Strod (UNR) 3-0; Section 
VII (Junior): 1stand 2nd place tie, 
Eric Baudry (1361) and Eric 
Seiple (UNR) 2-1; and Section 
VIII (Junior): John Switkes 
(1275) 3-0. 


ATTENTION  TOURNA- 
MENT DIRECTORS: 


PLEASE SUBMIT RESULTS 
FROM YOUR RATED 
EVENTS EARLY SO THEY 
CAN BE INCLUDED IN THE 
NEXT ISSUE OF THE CCJ. 
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Berkeley "B" Stays Afloat at Salt Lake City 





The Berkeley “B” Team’s lineup 
was David Moulton (2158), 
Seggev Weiss (2111), Ganesan 
(2095) and Bryan Clair (1931). 
With Bryan being probably un- 
derrated, that gave us a solid team 
of Expert strength all the way 
through. Ourstrategy would be to 
hold on 1st board and try to score 
points on the other boards. Al- 
though a lot of schools havc one 
or even two strong players, only 
the best have strength in depth. 
As we shall see, this plan didn't 
quite work to perfection. We were 
quite pleased when we arrived in 
Utah to find that there were prizes 
to 10th place. Ranked 8th out of 
19 teams, our prospects seemed 
good. Little did we know what 
was in store for us... 


Round 1: We were pitted against 

lowly Brigham Young but already 
there were cracks in our play. 
Bryan's opponent missed the 
obvious win of a piece and pro- 
ceeded tolose apawn up endgame. 
Weiss salvaged a draw an ex- 
change down. Dave and I won, 
making the score 3'/,-'/,. 


Round 2: Against Stanford, who 
outrated us by nearly 300 points 
on all boards, we could only pray 
fora miracle. The score would 
finally read 7:53 with Stanford 
already ahead 3-0, Kotlyar de- 
cided to give Weiss a sympathy 
drawrather than press for the win. 
Bryan felt his loss was still his 


by Ganesan 


best game of the tournament: 


White: B. Clair (1931) 
Black: P. Rejto (2224) 
English Opening [A36] 


7. ...d6is probably more accurate. 
P 
A waste of time. In such posi- 
tions, 10. d5 is indicated. White 
will follow up with Nd4 and b3, 
with a useful space advantage. 


10... Be4 11. f3 
11. h3. 


13. ... Rb8 helps prepare ... b5. 


It's not clear why White cannot 
take the pawn. After the text, 
Black increases his pressure on 
the Queenside. 
16...Na517,0c2 Be6 18, f4Ne4 
19. BfZ Nb6 20. Od2 Be4 21, 
Rab1 Nfd5 22, Rfcl Od7 23, b3 
Bxe2 

Nopain,no gain!. Black could try 
23. ... Nxc3 and if 24. Nxc3 Be6 
25. d5? Bxc3. The text requires 
him to sacrifice a piece for two 
pawns. 


24, Nxd$ Nxd» 25. Dxd5 Dxe4 
26, һхг4 Охг4+ 27. КП 


Also 27. Bg2. 


29 


After 29. Bf3 it’s not clear if 
Black has enough. 


29... Oxd5 30, Rhi Be7 31, Rh2 
Ое4 32, Rb2 e5 33, dxe5 0-1 


Round 3: So far, we had been 
playing according to rating but 
against lower rated Worcester 
Polytechnic our fortunes took a 
serious tum for the worse. Moul- 
ton drew while Weiss played the 
Nimzoindian without any under- 
standing and lost to a strong at- 
tack. Bryan lured his opponent 
into a piece sac for two pawns but 
the sac turned out to be good. 
Bryan’s opponent would go on to 
win a board prize. I won, but the 
match score was still 1'/,-2'/,. 
While Moulton was doing his job 
of holding on Board 1, both Weiss 
and Clair appeared to be off-form. 


White: Ganesan (2095) 
Black: S. McDanicll (1823) 
Slav Defense [D49] 
(Time spent, in minutes, is given 

in parentheses) 

МВ (3) 

Į spent the time debating whether 
to avoid the main lines. 

4... Чхс45,44 05 (1)6. 63 (2)е6 
(1) Z Bxc4 Bb4 (2) 8. 0-0 0-0 9, 
Nh4 

“The only way 10 continue the 
struggle for an opening advan- 
tage"-Karpov. I was hoping to 
follow inthe footsteps of Karpov’s 
first game as World Champion. 
9, 4. Bed (3) 

White has aneasiertimeafter9. ... 
Bg6 or 9. ... Nbd7. 

10, 13 (2) ВЬ5 


Poorer is 10. ... Nd5?! 11. fxg4 
continued p. 12 
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Qxh4 12. Qf3! Nd7 (12. ... Nxc3 
13. bxc3 Bxc3 14. Rb] and 15. 
Ba3) 13. Bd2 a5 14. Rad] Bd6 15. 
g3 with an edge, Tukmakov- 
Kupreichik, USSR Ch. 1981. 


11.24 D26 
11. ... Nd5 12. Ng2 Bg6 13. Na2 
Be7 14. e4 is good for White. 


12. №хоб hxg6 (1) 13. Qc2 (4) 





| couldn't remember where Kar- 
pov put his Quecn!. Karpov- Por- 
tisch, Ljubljana/Portoroz 1975, 
went 13. Qb3 (intcresting is 13.¢4 
c51? 14. Na2 Qa5 15. Nxb4 Qxb4 
16. b3 Rd8 with active play, 
Tukmakov-Ljubojevic, Tilburg 
1984) 13. ... Qc7 (13. ... Qb6 14. 
Rd1) 14. g5 Nd5 (14. ... Nfd7 15. 
[4) 15. e4 Nb6 16. Na2! Ba5 
(16. ... Nxc4 17. Nxb4 with a 
spatial advantage; 16. ... Bd6 17. 
Be2 a5) 17. Be2 e5 (17. ... c5 18. 
dxc5 Qxc5 19. Be3) 18. Qc2! 
N6d7 (18. ... exd4 19. b4! Bxb4 
20. Nxb4 Qxb4 21. Ba3 Qa5 22. 
Bxf8 Qxg54 23. Kh1 Kxf8 24. a5 
Nbd7 25. Qb2 Nc5 26. Qxd4) 19. 
dxe5 Qxe5 20. Kh1 Rc8 21. Bc4 
Nb6 22. Bd3 Na6 (22. ... N8d7 23. 
b4! Qxal 24. bxa5 Nc8 25. Bb2 
Qxa2 26. Bc4!; 22. ... c5) 23. 
Bxa6 bxa6 24. Rdl! c5 25. Be3 
Rac8 26. Nc3 Nc4 27. Bel Rb8? 
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(27. ... Bxc3 28. Qxc3 Qxc3 29. 
bxc3 with an endgame edge) 28. 
Nd5 +-Nxb2 29. Bf4 Qe6 30. 
Rdb1 Qh3 31. Bxb8 Rxb8 32. 
Rxb2 1-0. A typically effortless 
display of positional play by 
Karpov. 

13... Qc7 (2) 

Possibly notthe bestsquare. Black 
should immediately play 13. ... 
Nbd7. 

14. e4 (3) Nbd7 (5) 15. Be3 (1) 
White has more space and thetwo 
Bishops. Although Black's posi- 
tion is solid, it is difficult for him 
to undertake anything active. 


15... Nb6 

15. ... e5 may be best. 

16, Be2 (3) 5? (6) 

The wrong break! Either ... e5 or 
a waiting move like ... Rfd8. 
17, Ха21 (3) 

This thematic move is so strong 
that I only looked briefly at 17. 
dxc5, which also looks good. 
17... 5 (15) 

Not 17. ... Ba5? 18. b4. I was 
expecting 17. ... Rfc8, when 18. 
Rfcl keeps Black bottled up. 
18, Nxb4 (1) axb4 19. dxcs (1) 
Rfc8(1)20,Ob3 (1) Nbd7(1) 2. 
Oxb4 (2) Nxes (1) 

Otherwise, he remains two pawns 
down, but this walks into a nasty 
pin. 

22, Rfcl (2) bé (3) 

Or 22. ... Nfd7 23. Bb5. 

23, a5 (2) Qe$ (4) 24. axb6 (1) 
Nb7 (2) 25. Rxa8 O) Rxa8 (3) 26. 
Ве (4) 

26. Qe7 may improve. I over- 
looked Black'snext, his best prac- 
tical try. 

26, №5! (4) 

An unexpected shot, when White 
has had everything his way. 





21. Qb5 О) 

I considered 27. Qd4 Qxd4 28. 
Bxd4 Nxc7 29. bxc7 when White 
should win the ending, but thought 
the text was simpler. 

27, „.Ка1+ (12) 

On 27....Ra5,28.Qd3 is simplest 
- less clear is 28. Rc8+ Kh7 29, 
Qe8. On 27. ... £6, I was planning 
28. Qd7. Now, not 28. Bfl? 
Rxfl1+!. 

28, Rel (2) Rxel+ (1) 

On 28. ... Ra5, again 29. 043. 
29, Bxcl 0d4+ 30, Ke2 (1) Nd6? 
(4) 

Black realized that capturing on 
b6 lost the f-pawn after 31. Qe8+, 
but the textignores the lusty passed 
pawn. 

31, b7! (2) 1-0 (14) 


Black must lose a ріссе. 


Round 4: Being the best of the 
teams that were doing badly, we 
were paired up against British 
Columbia, who had 1'/, points. 
Taking Canadian ratings’ into 
consideration, the two teams were 
probably evenly matched. Weiss 
won - for the first and last time- 
when his opponent walked into a 
helpmate. Moulton reached a 
drawish ending, only to blunder 
and lose. Bryan’s Schliemann 
Gambit rapidly left him a pawn 
down while my main advantage 
was my opponent thinking longer 
and longer over his moves as the 
game progressed. Eventually, I 
won on time and Bryan lost, 
making the score 2-2. I was fi- 
nally coming to the realization 
that I had a shot at board prize. 
Although stronger players on 
Board 3 were present, they were 
on good teams that were playing 





Ew 


each other. Meanwhile, our own 
team's weak performance meant 
easier opposition for me. 

Round 5: Afterour previous mis- 
haps, we were paired against sig- 
nificantly lower rated South Ala- 
bama. Moulton drew, Bryan and 
I won, but Weiss unbelievably 
losta R + P v. R + P ending with 
no passed pawns! My own vic- 
tory meant I was on course for the 
board prize. Only the Rhode Is- 
land player had equalled my score 
buthe would be playing up against 
Stanford in the last round. 


White: D. Womble (1788) 
Black: Ganesan (2095) 

St. George Opening [B00] 
124 (1) аб 
I wanted to play a dynamic open- 
ing, and decided I knew the St. 
George better than the Sicilian, 
while the converse would be true 
for my opponent. I was wrong- 
my opponent later informed me 
he plays 1. ... a6 himself! This 
explains why he was able to bash 
out the next few moves quickly 
and confidently. 


"It's only 1. ... b6 with a bit more 
spacereally!?"- Miles, inresponse 
to the spectators amusement dur- 
ing Karpov-Miles, Skara 1980. 
4. Bd3e65, 0-0 c5 6, c3 (2) NfG 7. 
Qe2 (1) cxd4 

Ihadn’tlooked at Basman’s “Play 
the St. George" in a long time. 7. 
... Nc6 is more accurate. 

8, cxd4 Nc6 9. a3 (1) 

Auseful move, preventing ... Nb4. 
2, a Rc817 

[ was still blitzing away. This 
potentially weakens the a-pawn, 
while 9. ... Na5 transposes to 
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Sowray-Basman, Exeter 1980, 
continuing 10. Nbd2 Rc8 11. b3 
(11. a4 was good- Basman) 11. ... 
45 12. e5 Ne4 with counterplay. 
10, 45 (20) 

I was worried of 10. a4, which 
White considered. However, af- 
ter 10. ... bxa4 11. e5 Nd5 12. 
Bxa6 Bxa6 13. Qxa6 Ncb4 Black 
gets plenty of play. A developing 
move like 10. Bg5 may be better 
than the text. 

10... №7 (1) 11. Bg5 (9) 

After 11. d6 Ng6 12. e5 Bxf3 13. 
gxf3 Nd5, the Knights are ac- 
tively placed while White's centre 
will be shaky after ... f6. 

ll. h6 (2) 12. Dxf6 (5) gxf6 (1) 
13, дхеб дхеб (3) 

13. ... fxe6 looked too dangerous 
e.g. 14. Ne5 h5 and my Rook is 
tied down to defending h5, while 
I wanted to use it on the g-file. 
14. ЕЙ (5) 

The obvious threat is easily met. 
He should continue developing 
with 14. Nbd2. 

14... Qb6O) 

I considered 14. ... Qc7 15. Nbd2 
ОМ but didn’t like 16. Racl. 


15. Nbd2 (5) N26 (1) 16. 23 (4) 


| [E 


Je ED 





Black threatened ... Nf4, but this 
still seriously weakens his 
Kingside. The first wave of 
White’s assault is over and I was 


quite satisfied with my position. 

My King looks stranded in the 

center, but I hadn’t been check- 

mated yet. Meanwhile, I can work 

up attacking chances myself, with 

all my pieces bearing down on 

White’s Kingside. 

16... h5 (5) IZ. h4 (1) 

Further weakening, but Black 

would otherwise play ... h4. 

11... Bd6 

Developing with tempo, due to 

the threat of ... Bxg3. 

18. KhZ (8) 

Possibly not the best defense. 

18... c5 (3) 19, e5 (19) 

19. Kgl would bea psychological 

loss of tempo, but better than the 

text, as would be 19. Rf1. White's 

decision to open up the position 

actually helps Black. 

19... Nxe5 (13) 

My opponent spent most of his 

time on the unclear 19. ... Bxf2 20. 

Bxg6Bxg3+21.Kxg3 Rg8. Also 

inferior is 19. ... dxe5 20. Bxg6. 

20, NxeS (1) fxe5 21, Oxes (1) 

White has better chances with 21. 

КП. 

21... Re8 (3) 22, Bh7 (6) 

The alternatives are also uninvit- 

ing: 22. (3Bd6; 22. fABf223. Nfl 

Bxg3+ 24. Nxg3 Qf2+; 22. Ne4 

Bxe4 and ... Bxf2. 

22... Bd4i () 

22. ... Bd6 allows 23. Qe2, hold- 

ing on. 

23, Oxhs (8) 

Or 23. Qe2 Rg7 and ... Bxf2. 

23... Dxb2i (2) 

The winning shot. 

24, Dx28 (2) 

In for apenny.... He hadto try 24. 

Qe2 Rg7 25. Ra2 Bd4. The text 

leads to a rapid debacle. 
continued on p. 22 
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The King is like a quarterback in 
football, dodging and scrambling 
to stay behind a friendly group of 
his own men who protect him. 
But sometimes the pocket of 
pawns breaks down and the King 
is forced to flee. The nest be- 
comes a deathtrap like a house 
caught on fire. By running at the 
appropriate time, the King bc- 
comes a moving target, here one 
minute and gone the next. Occa- 
sionally, the King moves up ag- 
gressively to create a mating net 
around the opposing King! We 
know that in simple endgames the 
King can venture out boldly but 
what about the middlegame? Two 
of the three games below involve 
Petrosian, the defensive genius. 
The first King walk couldn't have 
happened at a more crucial mo- 
ment, the '76 Biel Interzonal 
where Petrosian was on the verge 
of qualifying in the next-to-last 
round: 
GM Tigran Petrosian 


The King 
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FM Craig Mar 


There is no defense to White’s 
threats of Qd3 and Ке8. 
36....0d6! Best under the cir- 
cumstances, White can now win, 
but he is faced with a bewildering 
set of options as the clock ticks 
down... The world seems to come 
to a standstill and 3-4 minutes go 
by too quickly. Time froze as 
everyone saw the crushing 37. 
Qe8+ Kg7 38. Re7+! Kh6 39. 
Qf8+ mating. It’s easier to see a 
mate standing calmly than it is 
with 2 to 3 minutes remaining. 
Hubner chokes with 37. g3? Nxf4! 
Petrosian has seized his opportu- 
nity, and Hubner never gets a 
second chance. 38. Qe8+Kg7 39. 
Re7+ Kh6. The mate which was 
there three moves agodoesn’texist 
and its time to pay the piper. 40. 
Nf2 Bxf2! 41. Rh7+ Kg5! The 
time scramble is over. The Petro- 
sian King has completed its jour- 
ney from h8 to g5 safely. Was he 
lucky or not? 0-1. 
GM Anatoly Karpov 











GM Robert Hubner 
Petrosian is busted and time pres- 
sure sets in, 35. ... Bd4! 36. Nhl. 


GM Walter Browne 
This was played in Las Palmas, 
1977. Black has a strong attack 


Takes A Walk! 








and White has little time left. Let's 
see how Karpov uses his King to 


join the attack! 32....Ое2- 33. 
Kh3 Rc2 34. Oh1 Rd2!?(?) Kar- 


pov takes a calculated risk in 
Browne's time pressure. White 
now has a mate, can you find it? 
Unfortunately, nobody was 
around to tell Browne that. 35, 
Rb8+ Kf7 36. Rb4 Kg6 Browne 
makes noncommittal moves to get 
to the time control while Karpov 
begins his King walk! With per- 
haps 30 seconds left Browne has 
to make four moves, but there’s 
already no defense to Kg5! 37, 
Qc64- Kg5 38. Oh1 Og4- A rude 
awakening, 39. Rg4+ fg is mate! 
0-1. 

The previous games saw critical 
positions where the King sneaked 
up unexpectedly to attack, or fled 
along anarrow path to safety. But 
in the next game, Petrosian deftly 
escorts his King from one side of 


the board to the other, while all / 
other pieces watch! £4 





IM John Peters 


GM Petrosian 
continued p. 23 














THE ELEMENT OF 
SURPRISE 


When two super grandmasters 
meet, one expects some fashion- 
able opening, maybe with an im- 
provement around move twenty. 
Atlast year's Linares tournament, 
Vasil Ivanchuk used a different 
strategy, going back to ancient 
Ruy Lopez variations that had lost 
popularity when Morphy intro- 
duced 3...a6. Ivanchuk’s plan 
worked to perfection, as he de- 
feated two serious challengers for 
lst place, GM Nigel Short (Great 
Britain) and GM Alexander 
Belyavsky (USSR), with these 
forgotten weapons. 


White: A. Belyavsky 
Black: V. Ivanchuk 
Ruy Lopez [C64] 

1.е4е5 2, УІЗ Nc6 3, Bb5 BeS 

Two rounds earlier, Ivanchuk 
had beaten Short with 3...Nd4 in 
another theoretically important 
game. The text is the so-called 
Classical Defense, popular around 
Anderssen’s time. It is also the 
only Ruy Lopez variation that 
Bobby Fischer played more with 
Black than with White. 
4, c3 
The principled continuation, but 
4. 0-0 is also playable. Another 
recent idea is 4. Nxe5 Nd4 
(4...Qg5 is simpler) 5. Nxf7!?. 
Readers interested in the Classi- 
cal Defense as a whole should 
consult the excellent games col- 
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INNOVATIVE OPENINGS 


by Ganesan 


lection edited by historian Colin 
Leach. 

4,4101 

It's probably safe to say that this is 
the first time this has been played 
in an encounter between two 
GM's. Black has a variety of 
options here, in varying shades of 
respectability, all of which lead to 
hand-to-hand combat. 4...f5 is 
the most popular move, while the 
more dubious alternatives include 
4...Qf6, 4...Qe7 and 
Konikowski’s interesting 4...d5!? 
Fischer has tried the text and 
4...Nge7, with an undefeated 
record. Fischer liked to play over 
19th century games and find for- 
gotten ideas, and might have 
played 1...e5 more ifhe had loved 
the Najdorf Sicilian a little less. 
2. d4 ВЬб 

Blackcan also play 5...exd4 6. €5 
(6. cxd4 Bb4+ was Jimenez-Fis- 
cher, Leipzig 1960) 6...Ne4. 


In his “Spanish withot a6”, Yudo- 
vich recommends 6. Qe2, but 
Ivanchuk probably had an im- 
provement ready. After 
Ivanchuk's success here, Boris 
Gulko started playing 4...Nf6 in 
the same tournament. Ivanchuk- 
Gulko (Ivanchuk being White 
now!) went 6. dxe5 Nxe4 7. Qe2 
d5! (7...Bxf24? 8. Kf1; 7...Nxf2 
8. Rf1 Ng49. Ng5!) 8.exd6 0-0 9. 
dxc7 Bxc7 (Black’s active play 
compensates for the pawn) 10. 0- 
0 Ке8 11. Be3 Bg4 12. Nbd2 
Nxd2 13. Qxd2 Qf6 14. Be2 (14. 






Nd4 Qe5)14...Rad8 15. Qc2 Rd5 
16. Qa4 Qg6 17. Ne5! (17. Nh4 
Qd6!) 17... Rdxe5 18. Qxg4 Qc2 
19. Bf3 Bb6 20. Bxb6 axb6 21. 
Qc4 (21. Rab1? Qxb1!; 21. Bxc6 
bxc622. Qb4 Rb5)21...Qxb222. 
Rab] Qc2 23. Rxb6 Na5 24. Qb4, 
draw agreed. 

Black is fine after 8. 0-0 0-0, in- 
tending ...d5. 


8, Dx 

Not 8...Nxf2? 9. Qxg7 Rf8 10. 
Bh6. 

2, Ke2 

Better seems to be Barcza’s old 
suggestion of 9. Kd1 Qh4 10. Qxg7 
Rf8 11.b4, preventing ...BcS asa 
defense to Bh6. The King is more 
exposed on e2. 


11. Bh6 Bc5 12. Rf1 c6 13. Rf4 
Qh5+ 14. Kel cxb5 15. Re4 b6 
was to Black’s advantage, Flo- 
rian-Forintos, Budapest 1961. In 
his annotations, Barcza suggested 
11. b4 f6 with unclear complica- 
tions. 





continued on p. 26 
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After a year's absence, the an- 
nual Pacific Coast Intercollegiate 
was again held at the Defense 
Language Institute in Monterey 
last November 11-12 by TD Ted 
Yudacufski. Due to thc lack of 
advertising, and the lack of fund- 
ing forcollegiate chess in general, 
only six teams from threc col- 
leges attended. 

Forced to play a four-round 
modified Round-Robin, U.C. 
Berkeley "A", "B" and "C" com- 
peted against themsclves and 
Defense Languages Institute 
(DLI) “A” and “B”, and Cal Poly 
* A". Berkeley really outrated the 
other schools with these teams: 

* A") FM David Glueck (2448), 
NM Peter Yu (2235), David 
Moulton (2149) and Ganesan 
(2111); 

"B")Scggev Weiss (2109), Zoran 
Kurtovic (2066), Alex Rapoport 
(1911) and Don Shennum (1870); 
“C”) Eric Hicks (1829), James 
Ashcraft (1815), David Goldfarb 
(1784) and Jacob Shapiro (1749). 
The next highest was Cal Poly at 
an average rating of 1700. De- 
fending Champs from 1987, Stan- 
ford University, did not attend 
due to lack of interest. 

Nothing rcally exciting hap- 
pened the first day. Berkeley "A" 
shut out Berkeley ''C"', andlead 2- 
0 along with Berkeley "B". That 
night the Bears enjoyed 
Monterey's fine dining and enter- 
tainment at Cannery Row. But 
there were some heated discus- 





BERKELEY SWEEP 
INTERCOLLEGIATES 
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by NM Peter Yu 


sions about whether Berkeley 
should give draws to each other in 
order to sweep all of the money 
prizes. If Berkeley “B” drew its 
remaining matches against “A” 
and "B", then the teams would 
end up with 2nd (3-1), 1st (3.5-.5) 
and U1800 (2.5-1.5) respectively. 
However, many players disliked 
the idea because it would affect 
their rating and “look bad” when 
Cal Poly got shut out from the 
U1800 prize (at 2-2) due to a pre- 
arrangement. 

The next day saw some sur- 
prisingly close games between 
Berkeley "B" and "C" as Gold- 
farb upset Rapoport, and Hicks 
won two pawns from Weiss. 
Unfortunately for the "C" team, 
Hicks erred in his endgame al- 
lowing "B" to narrowly escape 
with a2.5-1.5 win. Yetevenmore 
surprising was Berkeley "A"- 
DLI"A", where two games were 
for some time losing for the 
stronger team! The higher-rated 
team eventually won 4-0, but 
judging from the two games be- 
low, it could well have been a 
drawn match. 

The final round saw a worried 
Berkeley “B” agree to a Berkeley 
“A” draw offer with the stipula- 
tion that “A” would receive all of 
the prize money for 1st and “B” 
would get 2nd, instead of an equal 
split of both. Thus the tournment 
was decided early, with a two- 
way “tie” for first between 
Berkeley "A" and "B," each at 


S PACIFIC COAST 








3.5-.5. Theplayers were then able 
to visit the famous Monterey 
Aquarium or gohome early, while 
a disgruntled Berkeley “C” was 
left to beat Cal Poly and split the 
U1800 prize with them at 2-2. 


White: W. McMeans (Defense 
Languages Institute) 
Black: Ganesan 
St. George Opening [B00] 

1. е4 а6 

Once in a while, I get the urge to 
play this disreputable opening. 
Since my opponent was 700 (!) 
points lower-rated, I felt the choice 
was justified. 


Also 4...c5. 


5, dxe6 dxe6 6, Nf3 c5 
6...Nf6. 


1, е5 Меб 

7...c4 8. Be2Qxdl was good. Му 
opponent was blitzing his moves 
and I decided to follow suit. At 
stake if we all finished our games 
early—a trip to the Monterey 
Aquarium. However, I was less 
used to functioning at 9:00 a.m. 
than my Army opponent. 

8, Oc2 Nd4? 


8...Nb4 9. Be4 Bxe4 10. Qxe4 
Qd5. When playing an opening 
like 1...a6, one cannot afford to 
make a series of second best 
moves. 

9, Мхд4 Oxd4 10. c3 Od5 11. [2 


c4 
11...Rd8;11...Qd7. 


13...№е7. 





14,14 Вхе4 


Realizing I was in a bad way, I 
decided to simplify. After all, 
rating differences are supposed to 
be inversely proportional to the 
number of pieces left. 

15, Oxe4 Rd8 16. Qe2 Bxgs 17, 
һхг5 Ne7 18, Nd2 Nf5? 
18...Qd3. 


Suddenly, I didn't like the ending 
after 20...Qxe2, but it’s still bet- 
ter than a cramped middlegame. 
* 2 

Played too rapidly. Now, Black 
survives into an endgame. 

22...0xd1: 22, Oxd 1 Rxd 12 24, 
Kxd1 Nd5 25, Nd6+ Ke7 26, 23 


15 27, Ке2 
27. gxh6 Rxh6 is also ok. 
29 


2 


I wanted to lure him into playing 
29. 24 hxg4+ 30. Kxg4 Rxh3 31. 
Kxh3 Nxf4+ and needed a wait- 
ing move. Not liking 28. ..Rh7,I 
decided to pass with my king! 


Ne4 b4 
Desperation. 


9 
White should be winning after 32. 
cxb4. 
32,.bxe3 33, Nxd5 cxb2i 
After long thought, and in the face 
of worried looks from my team- 
mates. 
9 

Apparently, he didn't even con- 
sider 34. Nc3. I then intended 
34...Rd8 (intending ...Rd3+) 35. 
Nb1 Rd3+ 36. Ke2 KcS5 and White 
is almostinzugzwang. Ifhe moves 
his rook, Black may even capture 
the g-pawn, creating another 
passed pawn. Meanwhile, Black 

continued on p.26 
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е The English edition of 
the celebrated St. Petersburg, 1909 
tournament book by world cham- 
pion Emanuel Lasker contains 
only the games played in the major 
event, won jointly by Lasker and 
Rubinstein. But a 19-round re- 
serve competition (Alekhine 14- 
5, Rotlevi 12-7) was also held for 
the benefit of the Russian ama- 
teurs, whose games do appear in 
the original collection annotated 
by Lasker and the participants. 


White: N.S. Tereshchenko 
Black: G. A. Rotlevi 
Bishop’s Opening [C24] 


The “Handbuch” gives the fol- 
lowing variation a plus for White: 
3.f4 d5 4.fe5 Ne4 5.Qf3 (5.d3 dc4 
6.de4 Qd1) Qh4 6.g3 Ng3 7.hg3 
Qc4 8.Nc3 Be69.d3Qc6 10. Nge2 
Nd7 11.d4 0-0-0. However, with 
an extra pawn for Black added to 
comfortable breaks in the center 
by ...f6 or ...c5, coupled with 
White's weak d-pawn and back- 
ward development, it is hard to 
understand any basis for award- 
ing an advantage to White. 


If Black does not wish to trans- 
pose into the Two Knights' De- 
fense by 4...Nf6, then this cap- 
ture is best. 

5.094 Nf6 

Black retains the pawn but lags 
behind in development. Inferior 
would be 5...Nc5 because of 6. 


^ Ne5 (also good is 6. Nc3) and if 


Shorman Presents the Classics 
by Richard Shorman 





6...Ne6, then 7. Nc3! Nd4 8.Bf7 
Ke7 9.Bg5 Kd6 10.Nc4 Kc5 (or 
Kc6, which does not alter the 
variation significantly) 11.Bd8 
Nc212.Kd1 Nal 13.Bg5!, etc. 
G.Nc3 Nc6 

Even after the better move, ...c6, 
White quickly develops and pre- 
serves the initiative. 

This move paralyzes Black's d- 
pawn and renders the defense of 
Black's position exceedingly dif- 
ficult. 


9,..Веб 10.Еһе1 6 
On10...0-0mightfollow 11.Nd5? 
Bd5 (11...Nd5 12Bf6) 12.Bf6 Bf6 
13.Qh5 Bf3!, and Black wins a 
piece. A stronger line for White 
after 10...0-Ois 11.Bd3 (or 11.Bd5 
Bd5 12.Nd5 Nd5 13.Ве7 Nce7 
14.c4 c6, which favors Black) 
11...h6 12.Bh6 Ne4 13.Qf4 (13. 
Qh5 g6) Bd6 14.Qe3 Bc5 15.Qf4 
Bd6, with Black compelled to take 
a draw by perpetual attack on the 
qucen (Lasker). 


Neither does castling suffice here 
on account of 13.Nd5 Bd5 14.Rd5 
Qc8 15.Re3 (or 15.Rd3 as well as 
15.g4). 

13.ReG Kf8 14. Rd5 Oc8 15.Rc6 
Threatening mate in two moves. 
15...26 16. R26 

Breaking Black’s resistance com- 
pletely. 


16...£2617.026 Qe8 I8.RIÍS Ke7 

19.0c6 Kd8 20. Rd» 1-0, 

White checkmates next move. 
continued on p. 25 
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Pan-Ams 
from p. 5 


winning game in Lagunov-Isupov, 
1988) 20. Bxb7 Bxb7 after which 
Serotta felt Black wouldn’t have 
enough compensation, contrary to 
Isupov’s opinion. 

16,971 

At this point, my memory short- 
circuited. I thought I was follow- 
ing the game Geller-Pikct, 1986 
which went 16....Nde5 17. Nel 
and then b3 18. ab Rxb3 19. Racl 
Nb4 20. Rxc7 +=, but b3 is much 
worse in this position because of 


the text. 
' 


17. abNa5 (Not 17....Rxb3?? 18. 
Nd2+-) and Black is better. 
1L... Nf 

Discover protecting €6 so that 
White won't have a double attack 
after Ng5. 


18. Бас1 Ба2 

No better was 18....Bb7 19. Nc5 
Nd8 20. Ne5!+-. White should be 
winning now after 19. Nc3 be- 
cause it deprives Black of ...Nd5 
which is his saving grace in both 
19. Nc5 and 19. Rxc6 variations. 
But Serotta's next move gives 
Black the advantage. 

19. Nd2 Nd5! 20. Bxd5?! ed 21 
Ехсб Rxa4 22, Nxb3 Bxb2 23, 


Rez 
Worse was 23. Rxc7 Be5 24. 


Rxe7? Bd6-+ or 24. R7cl Rxa3 
intending Bxg3. Having earlier 
missed that he was dropping h3, 
Serotta now offers a draw. 
23....Ве5 24, Rxd5 Bd625, Rast 
Rxa2 

The simplest approach, but now 
White’s Knight is helped towards 
the excellent c4 square. A better 
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try was 25....Rxa326. Rxa3 Bxa3 
27.Rxc7 Bxh3, after which Black 
gets to keep his two Bishops. 


Now Black’s pawn advantage 
becomes insignificant as both 
enter an opposite-colored Bish- 
ops and Rook ending. 


с4 31, 8:5 Бе8,5-2 
A draw was agreed here as soon as 
I saw Cal win on board four and 


y 





dxc5? loses to 20. ...Rd1+ 21. Kf2 
Nd3+ 22. Ke3 Qxe6+, but after 
20. Bf4 there is still a lot of play 
for both sides. 20. ...Nd3+ 24. 


20, Oxc7+ Ka821,Oxd8+ Rxd§ 


and White wonon move 32. (Ng) // 
po 


White: David Glueck, UC 
Berkeley (2451) 

Black: Adam Lief, Stanford 
(2433) 


achieve at least equal positionson , Ponziani Opening [C44] 
1.e4 e$ ZNf3 Nc6 2.c2, 


boards one and two. (Yu) 


White: Matthew Ng (2210)/ 
Berkeley A 

Black: Issa Youssef (2227)/Har- 
vard 

Center Counter [B01] 
1.04052, exd5 Nf63, Bb5+ Bd7 
4, Bc4 Bod 5, £3 BS 6. Nc3 Nbd7 
1, Qe2 Nb6é 8 Bb3 Od7 9, dé 
Oxd6 10, NbS Qg7 11. Qe5 0-0- 
012, Nxa7 Kb8 13. Nb$ Nfd» 14. 
a4 c6 

Up to this point, the game has 
followed BCO and Peters consid- 
ers this position equal. 


Initially, I was afraid of 17. 
..Bxd3, but White seems to be 
alright after 18. cxd3 Nxd3+ 19. 
Kf1 because of the pressure onc7. 


17...Be5 18. d4 Вхс2 

Not 18. ...Nxc2+ because of 19. 
Вхс2 Вхс2 20. dxc5 Qdl+ 21. 
Kfl Qxhl 22. Qxc7+ Ka 23. 
Qxb6. 


19, Вхеб 

If 19. dxc5 then 19. ... Na8 and 
Black covers c7 while still threat- 
ening Bxb3 and Qdl4. 
19...0xe07 

Ends the game prematurely. Black 
should play 19. ...Qe7. Now 20. 


Don't try this at home! 3.Bb5 is 
the best move. 


The usual 4. d4 is only equal so 
White transposes to Philidor's 
Defense with an extra tempo. 

12 
Usually inthe Philidor White plays 
plays a4 and Black must resort to 
...c6, b6, a6, and only then ...b5. 


Idon’tunderstand this move. The 


immediate ...h6 makes sense. 
10.0-0 6 11.43 

Covering b4 in preparation for 
exd plus c4. 

11...Be6 

11...de was safer. 

là. d Nd5 1à.Bb2 O477i 
14.Ne4? 


14.с4 Nde7 (... Ndb4 15.ab Nb4 
16.Qb3 is good for White) 15.Nb3 
is better for White, for example 
15...e4 16.de Bb2 17.Qb2 Bc4 
18.Nc5 Qc8 19.Rfcl. Also good 
was 14.Nb3. On e4 the knight 
doesn't control d4 and it can be 
kicked back by ...f5. 


14...06 
Not 14...Bh3 15.Nc5 Qc8 16.Bh3 
Qh3 17.Nb7 Nf4 18.Nel. 








This position is good for Black, 
who has a space advantage and a 
strong pawn at dd. White would 
like toremove the knights and the 
white-square bishops to play on 
c4, c6, c7, e4, etc. Unfortunately, 
this would leave the king wide 


open. 


19...Dd5 

A bad plan. 19...Nd5 was better. 
20,Rfcl Rac8 

I expected 20...Ra7, keeping 
pressure on a4. 

2,0417 

Preparing to occupy the hl-a8 
diagonal. 

2...5 

Very weakening. 


22.342 В22 23.К22 №5 
If 23...Qd5 24.Qf3. Maybe 
23...g5!? intending ...Ng6,...f4. 


ANB 

Instead of 24.Nf3, White can try 
24.Rc4. 

24,..№3:17 

If Black moves randomly, say 
24...Kh7, then 25.Bd4 Bd4 
26.Nd4 Nf4 27.gf Qd4 28.Rc4 
gives White winning chances, 
although the extra d3 pawn is not 
very impressive. White could try 
for more with 25.Rc4. 


22. Qb3 
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expecting 25...Kh7, and then if 
26.Nd4 Qd4 27.Bc3 (27.Qc3? 
Qd5; 27.Rc3? Re2) Qd3 28.Qf7 
Qe4 plus 29...Re7 is fine for 
Black, so 26.Bc3 dc 27.d4. Now 
27...Bd4 28.Rd1 Re429.Qc3 is a 
little better for White. But27...c5, 
which] missed in the game, gives 
Black good chances on 28.bc Qc6 
or 28.Rc3 cd. Although Black 
weakened his white squares, the 
strong pawn d4 and the possibility 
of ...c5 still give him a good 
position. 

25,,,04522? 

My first reaction to this was to 
win the d-pawn with 26.Qd5 Nd5 
27.Bd4. Luckily I came to my 
senses. 


L^ 


26, Rc3 1-0 (Glucck) 


.— White: Greg Kotlyar (2407 /Stan- 


ford 

Black: Greg Hjorth (2447)/ 
Berkeley A 

Old Indian [A55] 


Given the previous moves, 11. 
Be3 looks more natural. 


1l... Nc5 12.0c2 Dd7 12.De2 
cd» 14.Dc2 


Black achieves an active position 
after 14.cd5 Rc8 15.Nd2 b5. 


14, ,, 4с4 15,546 e[2 16.De» 
BcG17.Rad1Ob618.Df6? After 
18.g3 it is about equal. 

18... Df6 19.Nd5 Qb2 20.0b2 
Bb2 2LNe7 K27 2Z.Nc6 bc6 


Black has some advantage due to 
the passive situation of White's 
bishop; the only way to bring it 
out is for White to play an even- 


tual f4, which will create further 
weaknesses. 


25.ВЬ1 844 

25. ... Rb8 is met by 26.a3! 
26.Dd3 {5 27.KI1 Kfo 23.f47 
Instead 28. Rb5 is correct. During 
{һе гате imagined that 28. ... a4 
29. Ra5 Ke5 30. Ra4 Rb8 would 
give a strong attack, but this is 
untrue. Probably 28. ... Ra8 would 
have been necessary. 

28, „. Ка8 

Now it is very difficult for White- 
for instance 29.Be2 Bc3 30.Rb3 
(30.Rd1 Rb8) Bd2 31.Rd3 Каз 
32.Bd3 Bf4 33.Ке2 Ке5 34.К41 
(or else the Black King infiltrates) 
Kd435.Kc2Bg5 36.Bf1 Bh437.f3 
Ke3 38.Bg2 Kf2. 





Now itis hopeless. White had to 
try 33. Rb1 Rb3 34. Rb3 ab3. It 
gets rather involved, but I think 
Black is wining this: 
17933, He2 18] 55. ... 
Ke6? 36. Bd1 b237. Bc2 and with 
the pawn at a3, Black is unable to 
penetrate the queenside. 
(b) 35. ... 
Bc3 36. Kg2 Bd2 37. Kf3 g5 38. 
fg44- Ke5 and Black will win the 
c-pawn; Similarly, 36. Bd1 b237. 
Bc2 Bd2 38. Ke2 Bf4 39. Kd3 
continued on p. 20 
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from p. 19 


Kg5 leaves White unable to de- 
fend the h-pawn. (40. Kc3 Kh4 
41. КЬЗ!? КҺЗ 42. Ка4 Ъ1=0+ 
43. Bb1 Bcl is animportant theme 
in these positions.) 

2.35. Ke2 Ke6 36. Kd2 

(а) 36. ... Каб 37. Ве2 
Kc6 38. Bf34- Kb6 39. Bd5 Ka5 
40. Bc6! 

(b) 36. ... Bf2 37. Kc3 
Be3 38. Kb3 Bf4 and Black can 
adequately defend the queenside 
with the Bishop-for instance 39. 
Ka4 Bc1! or 39. a4 Bd2. 

3. 35. Kc2, Ke6 36. $3 
Bb237. Kd2 Ba338. Kc3 Bel 39. 
Kb3 Rf4 and Black pencetrates with 
Kf6-g5-h4. 

4. 35. Кс2 Кс6 36. ІЗ 
Bb2 37. a4 Bc3 and Black's King 
marches over to the queensidc. 


In any case, Black plays Rc2-c3 
winning a pawn. 


19 
After 43.Rf3 Kc5 the c-pawn is 
hard to stop. 

Be3 9-1 (Hjorth) e 


^ White: Greg Hjorth (2447)/ 


Berkeley A 

Black: Jack Yoos (2281)/Minne- 
sota 

English (by transposition) [A26] 


9. ... f5!? would oblige White to 
spend a move defending the Nc3. 
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An outright blunder-well, I was 
starting to dislike this position: 
whatis white supposed to do here? 
After 14. Bd2 £5 15. Ral Rb8! the 
only plan seems to be doubling 
(or tripling) on the a-file and 
eventually playing Ra8. 

Perhaps 16. ... Nf5 or 16. ... Веб 
was better. 


To kill Black’s kingside mobility. 
18... Bf7 19, Bf2 d5 20. Nb3 c6 


21. №5 
The startof abad idea. Maybe 21. 
Na4 Nc8 22. Redl gives a smid- 
gen of compensation for the blun- 
dered pawn. 

9 
fe4?? 
Who can resist three connected 
passed pawns? But after 23. ... 
de4 24. Red1 Nd5 Black is simply 
two pawns up. 


The alternative 26. Qe5 could be 
met by 26. ... Nf5 27. Bh3 Be628. 
р4 е3. 





This just speeds up White's attack 
on the b7 pawn; 28. ... Qb8 29. 
Qd8 Rd8 30. Be5 is unclear. 


29. Bh3 Qb8 30, Qb8 Rab$8 31. 





Веб Веб 32, Ве5 Вр4 33, Ral 
Re5 Or else the b6 pawn ends up 
being a monster. 


34, {е5 №е7 35, Ка7 №8 

35. ... Bc8 allows 36. Rf1 Kg8 37. 
e6 and 38. Rf7. 

36. Rb1i 

Now 36. ...Na7 37. ba7 R-any 38. 
Rb7+ and 39. Rb8 wins. 

36... 44! 

With the idea 37. Rb7+ Rb7 38. 
Nb7 Nb6! 39. Rb6 d3. 

37, Маб 

Since 37. ... Na7 is still unplay- 
able, this traps the Black rook. 


37, ,„„ е3 38, Nb8 d3 39, Rb7+ 
Ke8 40, Rd7 d2 41, b7 Nb6 42, 
Rd8+ Kf7 43, Neb Nd7 44, Nd4 РА 
1.0 (Hjorth) 


White: David Glueck, UC 
Berkeley (2451) 

Black: T. Southam, Toronto 
(FIDE 2275) 


Ponziani Opening [C44] 
Le4 e5 2,Nf3 Nc6 3.c2 Мб 4.43 
26 5,Ь4 аб 6.Ь42 В»? 7.23 0-0 


The same opening! I felt like I 
was playing the Najdorf Sicilian. 
10. de Ne8 

Planning ...f5 and keeping aneye 
on the c4 square. 

lLNc4? 

11.0-0 is better. I feared 11...f5 
12.Bb2 f4, but Black is along way 
from checkmate and White is 
ahead in development. 


If 12.Ne3 f5. 


12.5 
Clearly White has done something 


wrong. 


1.34 


Ridiculous. 





I really wanted to castle, but 
14...a5 is quite annoying. 

91 
] intended 16.b5 Na7, when 
17.Ra5 c6!, but 17.c4 c6 18.bc 
Nc6 19.0-0 was probably 
survivable. 


10,.Уа5 
Now 17.0-Oallows ...Be6-d7-b5, 
so White is in trouble. 


I had expected all this and now 
planned 19.c4 Nac4 20.Ra8 Qa8 
21.Мас4, intending 22.Qc2, and 
it's notclear how Black will break 
through, especially since he had 
only five minutes left to reach 
move 40. 

19.c4 Nac420.Ra8 Qa82LNbc4 
On 21.Ndc4, Qa2 22.Bf1 Qb1 is 
good, so White tries to survive 
and win on time. 

21... Rd822.0-0Nc4 22.Nc4 Rd4 
24.Ке1 Bc4 25.0c2 Qa5 

This was not part of the plan. 
Now White is completely busted, 
since if 26.Rd1 Qa2. 


26. Re3 Dh6 

with thethreat27.Rc3 Qc328.Qc3 
Rd1 29.Bf1 Rf1 30.Kg2 Rcl, so 
White jettisons some morc picccs. 
ALh4 Be3 28.De3 

Black has played well up to now 
but his next ten moves are vcry 
bad... 


28...0а2 
28...Bd3 intending 29...Rd7 was 


simpler 
29.0c3Q0b130.Kh20d331.025 
Rd8 32.0c7 

Thanks! 

32. Re833.Dh6 Db534.0b6 Re6 
35,008? 

35.Qc5 was a simple draw, but I 
was hoping for 35...Be8 36.Bh3 
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Re7 37.Bg5, missing 36...Qd6. I 
was trying to win since we had 
lost on Board 3, Board 2 was 
clearly drawn, and Board 4 had 
been about equal for a long time. 
32.4 Re82 26.Qb6 ReG 37.Ос5 
Ке8 3852? 

A check of Board 4 would have 
been a good idea. As Matt Ng was 
now winning, I could have 
repeated moves, ensuring first 
prize. Instead I played for the 
loss. (Yes, I’m still mad.) 





Black still faces technical 


difficulties. His best plan is 
probably to move around a bit 
until White loses his mind and 
only then do something. 41. Bh3 
046 42,013 Dco 43.025 Ra8 
44,Be2 Ra2 45.h6 847 46.De3 
Ба147.Вс5 0412 48,041 Е41 
49, Bf6 
Oops. Now it looks like White 
might escape again. 

2 
I thought 50.f3 Bc6 would just 
transpose to the game, but] missed 
51.g4 (with the threat g5) and 
only then Be5, with excellent 
drawing chances. 


50,,,Вс6 5113 І5 52.5с5 Ке2 


So if 53.ef Bf3, yet another pin. 
22. Kh3 





All based on a hallucination, but 
at this point it doesn’t matter. 


23..fe 54.fe Bed 55.Bfl Bis 


Of course I saw this coming and 
decided that 58.Bc4 would drive 


the king away. 0-1(Glueck) | // 





Palo Alto 


from p. 6 


-0-0! 2 
24... Nc5 25.hg7 (25.f4?? Nb3 - 
+) Kg8 26.Qc4 Ne6=. 


Now the ReS5 lacks protection. 


26.hg7 

26. Qc5? Nd3 27. cd Qc5. 
26..02727.КЬ1Ме4 

Striving for complications, and 
missing the last possible chance. 
But even after 27...Nd7 28.Bb2 
with the threats of f4, Rg1, Black 
is lost. 


28.Bb2Nd229,0d2 Rb5 30,004 
30,,,0d4 3LNd4 Rb6 32. 455 
Rc3 33,Ne7 Kg7 34.Rel h? 
35.Кої ВЬ2 36.КЬ2 ВІЗ 37. ВО 
Kio 28.Nd» Ke» 29,Ne2 KI4 
40.Kc3 h4 4L.KdZh2 42.Ke2 2 


43,Rh1 Rh3 44.Nf1 a5 45.Rh2 
Rc3 46,.Ne3_ 1—0(McManus) ud 
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Berkeley B 


from p. 13 


24, „„ Охі2+ 25, КЗ В22+ (1) 
26. К24 (1) 094+ 

Originally, I intended 26. ... Qc2* 
27. Kg5 Qe5+ 28. Kg4 Bh3+ 
winning the Queen. I'd forgotten 
that my Rook could also join in 
the attack. 

21. Kg5 (1) Ес5-0-1 

28. Kh6 Qg7 is mate. 


Round 6: We had high hopes, 
paired against Maine, who had 
unrated players on the lower two 
boards. Things went well up to a 
point, when the * A' team's own 
last round misfortunes transmit- 
ted itself to us. Trying hard to win 
andclinch my board prize, I played 
to lose and had tosettle for a draw. 
Then, Weiss started blundering 
while Bryan lost all his advan- 
tage. Luckily, Moulton came 
through and won, tying the match 
2-2. After some anxious calcula- 
tions, we decided we would make 
it- barely- into the top ten. As it 
turned out, we would finish 9th. 
My own draw jeopardized my 
board prize, giving several play- 
ers the opportunity to catch up if 
they won. After along wait, it was 
clear this would not happen and I 
won the Board 3 prize with 4'/,-6. 
Amusingly, I had scored 100% as 
White and 50% as Black. 


White: R. Gehrels 
Black: Ganesan 
French Defense [C04] 
1.e4 e6 
With board prize at stake, I didn't 
want to risk 1. ... a6. 


2. d4 d$ 3, NdZ Nc6 4. c3 (6) 
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This allows Black to equalize 
rapidly. Better is 4. Ngf3. 

4, ш65 5, ех45 (5) 0х45 (1) 6. 
dxe5 (13) 

6. Ngf3 exd4 7. Bc4 - is book. 
6. .Мхе5 (4) 1.1443 (4) Nd2i7 
(1) 

Better is 7. ... Bg4. After 8. Qe2, 
Black has 8. ... 0-0-0 9. Qxe5 
Bxf3. 

8, Bxd3 (1) Oxd3 (3) 2, Оед+ 


Discombobulating his pieces. 10. 
... Bg4 was better. 

11. Rel (1) Be4 12, Kf (1) 0-0- 
0 (1) 13.13 (8) Bhs (8) 

I didn’t like 13. ... ВЇ5 14. Ме4 
Nf6? 15. Neg5. The problem with 
Black’s position is that the two 
Bishops are inactive and easily 
attacked by the Knights. Also, 
Black has trouble completing his 
development. Atthis point, Icould 
feel the board prize slipping away. 
14.24 (5) Bg6 15. Ne$ Bf 2) 16. 
Nxg& (1) hxg6 17, Kg2 (1) Rd2 
(2) 18. МЗ (3) В98 (8) 

Not 18. ... Ne7? 19. g5. 

19. ВІА (3) 2517 (9) 

All the other boards had superior 
positions and] felt justified in this 
do-or-die attempt. 

20. Nxg5 (15) 

After 20. Be3 f6, Black intends ... 
Ne7-g6. I spent most of my time 
on 20. Bxg5 Rxf321. Kxf3 Bxg5 
22. Re8+ Kd7 23. Rael when I 
thought Black might have prob- 
lems developing his Knight. My 
opponent thought he was winning 
a piece after the text. 

20... Bxg5 (1) 2. Bxg5 Вах 
(1) 22, Re8+ Kd7 

NowlIhad only expected 23. Rd8+ 
Kc6 but my opponent had seen 





one move further. 

23. Rxe8 Rh2x (1) 

Luckily, White had missed this 
saving resource, which leads to a 


perpetual. 

24. Kg3 (2) 

The King cannot leave the g-file, 
for ... Rxg8 is then possible. 


24, „a R2h3+ (1) 25, Ke2 (2) 
Rh2+ 26, Kg3 R2h3+ 27, Ke2 
(1) .5-.5 


White: B. Jarod (2100) 
Black: D. Moulton (2158) 
King's Indian Defense [E78] 

Notes by Moulton 
1.94 №6 2,с4е63, №3 с5 4, 45 
46 


А transpositional trick. Black 
delays ... exd5 until White has 
committed himself to a particular 
systemof development- Ganesan. 
ә! 
White wrongly feels Black's move 
order must berefuted. Betteris 7. 
Nf3 transposing to the Four 
Pawns’ Attack of the King’s In- 
dian- Ganesan. 
1... dxe$ 8. fxe$ Nfd7 9. De3 0- 
0 10, dxe6 fxe6 11, Nf3 Ne6 12, 
7 


Perhaps White had almost enough 
for one pawn, but he won't have 
enough for two, given Black's 
careful defense. 

14... Nxf3+ 15, Bxf3 Bxb2 16, 
Rb1 BeS_17, Qd2 Rb8 18, Bes 


19. ... b6 and ... Bb7 might be 
more prudent. 
20, Bxe7 Nxd2 21, Rxd2 Bd4+ 
22. Kf1 Rf7 23, Bd6 Ras 24, Kez 
Kg7 


Threatening ... e5. 
! 


Eventheexchange and apawnup, 





Black will find it almost impos- 
sible to win. 


26. cS a5 27, De» KI8 28. KZ 
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Black can probably win anyway: 
32. Ke2 Be6 33. Bxb7 Bxa2 34. 
Bxa8 Bxb1 35. c6 Ba2 36. c7 Be6 
37. Bb7 e4 38. с8О Вхс8 39. 
Bxc8 Rb5. 

And that's how thc 'B' team fin- 
ished 9th. Overall, Moulton and I 
couldn’t complain about our per- 
formance. BothBryan and Weiss 
were off-form the latter more so. 
In total, our team finished with 
exactly 50% for the tournament. 
Our mishaps with lower ranked 
teams did have the advantage that 
we only met Stanford among the 
strong teams. 


Mar 
M from p. 14 
Petrosian has squeezed Peters like 
a vise but has no concrete win. 
Meanwhile the Petrosian King is 
getting restless. 30. Kf1 Re6 31. 
Qb5 Na7 32. Qb3Nc6 33. h5 Ne7. 
With total command of the board, 
Petrosian begins to regroup. 34. 
Kel! Nd5 35. Qb5 Petrosian's 
keen positional judgement tells 
him that white cannot make prog- 
ress simply by manoeuvering 
pieces. Heneedsto open a second 
front on the K-sidc. GM Miguel 
Najdorf once said," Youcan't win 
a game on one wing alone.” 
35....Nf6 36. Kdl Nd5 37. Be5 
Ne7 38. g4! An aggressive sally 
that connects the pawns. 
38....Nc6 39. Bg3 Na7 40. Qb3 
Nc6 41. Kel! Re4 42. f3 Re3 43. 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


continued 


teacher ( as well as a struggling 
“B” player) made your fine survey 
mostrelevant. Was this an assign- 
ment simulated by course credit? 
Regardless of the impetus, bravo! 
You write very well. 

Your (and others) decision to 
change CCJ to aa bi-monthly is a 
smartone. You know, much better 
than I, how much more is involved 
in getting an issue out the door. It 
will, I'm sure, improve the overall 
quality of the product not to men- 
tion the "brain drain" required to 
make it a reality. It's a fine publi- 
cation. My compliments to you, 
staff, and other columnists for 
putting together a very informa- 
tive and entertaining journal. 


Chessfully, 

Bill North 1/29/90 

Los Gatos, CA 

Thanks, Bill. You are right, 


“Pawns of Chess” was a Psychol- 


Kb1! The long march of the King 
begun at move 30 has come to an 
end. From here the King will 
observe the battle without being 
disturbed. Petrosian has improved 
his position by gaining space and 
gradually threatening apawnstorm 


on the King side. Black has 
avoided creating weaknesses, and 
may continue “treading watcr.” Or 
soitseems. 43...Ne7 Black cracks 
under the pressure. 43....Re6! is 
one of the few moves which does 
notlose anything. Note that Peters 
had used Ne7 twice before with- 
out harm. 44. Bh4! The trade of 





from p. 2 


ogy term paper which I wrote a 
few years ago. I thought I'd in- 
clude it last issue as a human 
interest article, but I never imag- 
ined our readership would like it 
that much. As for going bi- 
monthly, ]'m glad youunderstand 
how impossible it is to get out a 
monthly mag. We're always 
hoping to make the right deci- 
sions here at CCJ, and feedback 
like yours helps. 


Dear Peter: 

The new bi-monthly format of 
CCJ is splendid but even more 
splendid is your article Pawns of 
Chess. It is easily the best and 
most complete discussion I’ve 
ever read on the personality and 
the motivation of a chessplayer. 
You certainly did research it! An 
added virtue of your article is that 
itis an excellent piece of writing! 





continued on p. 26 





Black’s most active minor piece 
leads to a winning position. The 
Knight here is worth morc than 


the Bishop. 44...0d6 45. Вхе? 


Rxe7 46. Rc8+ Kh7 47. Rf8 Qc7? 
Better is ...Qe6, though after 


48. Qxe6 Rxe6 49. Rxf7 
Rxe2 50. NÍA Re8 51. Rxb7 
the pressure would have contin- 
ucd in a different form. 48. f4 
Bc5 49. Od5 Re5 50. Rf7! Black 
resigns; a likely continuation 
would be 50....Rxd5 51. Rxc7 
b6, and Peters has no taste for 
prolonged torture. 


е 
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B.C.C. Qualifier 
from p. 9 


24. ..Rg8. 


25, Bxe7 Rxa3 26, Re2 Nb4 
Another try is 26...b4 27. Bc4 
(27. Bf8 b3 28. Bxa3 -if 28. Rb2 
Ra2- 28...bxc2 threatening 
...Nb4-d3)27. ..Nb6 (27. ..b328. 
Bf8) 28. Bí8 Rc3 29. Rxc3 cxb2 
30. Bb3 Nd5 31. g3. 


After the game, Kobernat sug- 
gested 27...Nd3. 


Not 29...b4 30. Bc4. 


White keeps better winning 
chances with the Bishop pair but 
guarantees at least a draw this 
way. 
534.99 

The last move of the time control. 
After 35...Ke6 Black can proba- 
bly draw. 


Making White’s job easier but he 
also wins after 46...Bd7 47. Bd6 
threatening Be5. 


' y d 


Q 


Leading scores at the end of Round 
3: S. Cross, A. Kaugars 3 pts, 
followed by a host of others at 2.5. 


Round Four 
White: S. Cross (2178) 
Black: A. Kaugars (2125) 
King's Indian Defense [E73] 
The battle between the tour- 
nament leaders resulted in a treat 
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for King's Indian fans. Surpris- 
ingly, this was to be Kaugars’ last 
victory of the tournament. 


Unfamiliar with the Averbakh 
system, Kaugars chose to impro- 
vise after 15 minutes thought. 


Sharper is 8. h4. 

8..О25 

8...d5 wastried in Portisch-Torre, 
Indonesia 1983. 

9, Rb] a6 10, b4 Qc7 11, a4 c5 
12. 0-0 Re8 13. d$ 

Perhaps 13. Qc2 keeping the 


tension. 


Allowing Black to lock up the 
Queenside. 14. Nel is more 
ambitious. 

| 2 
After 15...b6, Black would have 
a free hand for Kingside action. 


]9...f5!? 


д 


Black now gets an outpost on e5. 
23. Kg2. 


White gets counterplay on the 
Queenside. He could also try 26. 





h5, blocking both wings. Pre- 
sumably, Cross was still playing 
to win. 


26..Ка627.МЬ5 Вхьб 28. Оха5 


2 


29. Qc3 Ne5 30. Be2 or 30. Na7. 


Nxc8? 

White overestimates his position, 
when he had to defend by 31. Be2 
ог 31. 042. 
31,,,044: 32. Кі2 Oxd3 


Black is now winning. 


Ко10е3 36, КП Мхі3 37, Мхі3 
37. Ос7 Qxel+ 38. Kg2 Nxh4+ 
mates. 

37...0xf3+ 38, Kel Охе4+ 39, 
К42 044- 40. Kel Oxc4+ 41, 


Kb1 Rxc8 42, hxgs 
42. Qa7 Qd3-4 covers h7. 


0-1 


White: S. Weiss (2077) 
Black: R. Basich (2192) 
King's Indian Defense [A48] 
Annotations by Seggev Weiss 
[and Ganesan]. 

The noisiest player in any 
tournament hall, Seggev Weiss is 
hard to miss. Starting with this 
game, the others began to pay 
attention to his actual play. 

1. 94 №6 2, №3 26 3. В14!? 
Since my opponent is known for 
employing unconventional open- 
ing variations, I decided to try one 
myself. 


[More in keeping with White's 
system is e3,c3,h3 which often 
bores the opponent into submis- 





sion. The text leads to a Pirc-type 
position where the Bishop is not 
well placed оп f4]. 


5.496 6, Dd3 

[Bc4 followed by Qe2 would have 
beena more aggressive and natu- 
ral deployment.] 


[7. h3]. 


lau Nh5 8, Be3 
[8. Bg3 Nxg3 9. hxg3 or even 9. 
fxg3- Weiss. 9. Bg5] 


8,659, dxeS dxe5 10. Dg5 Qe8 
1L Oc1NcS 12. De3 NeG 13. Nb3 
Bd7 14. Nc$ 

This is the position both sides 
aimed for. Perhaps better was 14. 
Bh6, but after 14...Nhf4 Black 
gets an initiative similar to the 


game. 


14,..Всб 15, №5 №ей 
15...Nhf4 16. Ncxe6 (16. g3? 
Nxg5 17. gxf4 Nh3+) Nxe6 17. 
Nxe6 Qxe6 18. Bh6-. 


In return for his weak d-pawn, 
White has an open c-file and 
blocks the a8-h1 diagonal fornow. 


IL..Rd8 18. Ос2 16 19. М 
EKh871 

After 19...£5 20. Qb3+ the com- 
plications favour White: 20...Kh8 
(20...Kh7 21.Ne6 Ba422. Nxf8+) 
21.Ne6 Ba4 22.Qc4 b5 (22...Bb5 
23. Nxc7! Bxc4 24. Nxe8 Bxd3 
25. Nxg7! Bxfl 26. Nxh5 Be2 -or 
26...Kxg7 27. Rfdl fxe4 28. 
Nxe5- 27. Nxe5 Bxh5 28. Bxh6!) 
23. Nxg7! Kxg7 (23...bxc4 24. 
Nxe8 Rfxe8 25. dxc4 fxe4 25. 
Nd2!. 23...Nxg7 24. Qxc7 fxe4 
25.Мхе5)24.Охс7% Е/725.Ос!! 
fxe4 26. Bxh6+Kg8 27.Ng5. But 
19...Kh7 was better for protect- 
ing the weak g-pawn and staying 
off the long diagonal. /Basich has 


February / March 1990 


played quite well up to now. 
19...b6 20. Nb3 (20. Na6 Qd7) 
Bb5 looks good to me] 


LA 


ekz] 1 e 


So 
ii 
EU 
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үт 
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B 
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Exposing the weakness at g6. 
21...06 

Preventing Na5 and defending a7, 
but weakening thec-file. Perhaps 
better was 21...f4 22. Bc5 Rf6 
keeping his Kingside initiative. 


[And here 23...Bb5 (threatening 
05) 24. Oxc7 Rxd3 was possible] 
24.94! 

Black expected only 24. Bf2 Bf6 
or 24. gxf4 Nxf4. 

24... Nf67 

[Basich later called this a gutless 
move] 24...fxe3 25. gxh5 gxh5 
26. Nf5 Qg6+! 27. Khi Rxf5 28. 
exf5 Qxf5 29. Qe2 Rf6! with 
enough initiative. 

25. B2 Nh7 26. d4; 

[This is the type of position Black 
should avoid inthe King's Indian. 
He has no attacking chances while 
White has all the play on the 
Queenside and in the center. 
Basich also tends to become un- 
comfortable once his opponent 
suddenly takes over the initiative.] 


He could still hold on with 
26...Bb5 27. Rfdl (27. Qxc7? 


Rd7) 27...Rc6 28. Qd2 Rff6. 


Qxb3exd430. Rfd] Df631. Qa4; 
Bxbh4?: 

Desperation, but it was essential 
to keep his Bishop on the diago- 
nal. 31...g5 32. Nf5 or31...Kg8 
32. Ng2 loses a pawn, while ad- 
vancing the pawn to d3 weakens 
It. 

32, Bxh4 25 33, Bf2 d334, Bd4+ 


2153 


After35...Kg80r35...Re7 White 
is still a pawn up in a won posi- 
tion, but now 36. Rxc7! Qxa4 37. 
Bxf64- Kg8 (37...Rxf6 38. Rd8 
mates) 38. Rg7+ Kh8 39. Rxa7 
and 40. Rxa4. 

Leading scores at the end of Rd. 4: 
A. Kaugars 4 pts., S. Weiss, D. 
Barton 3 !/,. 





Shorman 
from p. 17 


(Notes by the winner and 
Emanuel Lasker, translated from 
“Mezhdunarodny Shakhmatny 
Kongress,” edited by Emanuel 
Lasker and Eugene Znosko- 
Borovsky, St. Petersburg, 1910, 


pg. 317.) 
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Pacific Coast 
from p. 17 


^ simply threatens to march his king 


down. My teammates couldn't 
find a clear defense for White. 


34... Kxd$35. Rd1i Кс>36. КЫ 


c337, Ke3c238, Rxb2c1Q 39, 
7 


Rd2 Rd8 0-1 
Ganesan 
from p. 15 

Despite his victory, Ivanchuk 
actually has a shaky game after 
the text. In a later game against 
Short, Gulko would improve by 
11...Nxd212.Bxd2 Bc5 13. Rhí1 
сб 14. Ваз d6 15. Bh6 Вр4-- 16. 
Kd2 0-0-0 17. Rf4 (17. h3 dxeS! 
18. Bg5 Rxd3+ 19. Kxd3 Qg3+) 
17...Rg818.Qxf6Qxf6 19. exf6. 





Есі 
Also good is 14.Bd3d5(14...Ne5 


15. Rf1) 15. exd6 Nxd6 16. Rel. 


And here, 15. Nd4 was possible. 


15...Qxb$ 16. c4 QcG 17. OxhZ 


d5! 18, exd6 

Or 18. cxd5 Qxd5+ 19. Rd4 Qb5. 
18..,0xd6+ 19, Rd4 Ob6 20, Oc4 

= 

Fortune favours the brave!. White 
now goes downhill surprisingly 
rapidly. 21. Qh7 would presuma- 
bly lead to a perpetual, while 
Belyavsky later alsosuggested the 
winning attempts 21. Qe2 (threat- 
ening Be3) and 21. Bf4. 
21,.,0xb222, Rb] Oxe2 23, Rb5 
23. Rd2 Qh3 24. Rb3 Rg4 25. Bf4 
was a better defense. 


23...В24 24, ЕБ ОЙ+ 22, Кс 
25. Kd2 Bxf5 26. Qxf5 Rg2+ 27. 
Kc3 Qal4. 

25,,..0е2+ 0-1 


White cannot prevent ...Bxf5. 
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Letters 
from p. 23 


I hope you'll send it to various 
publications as it deserves to be 
widely reprinted. 

One bit of chess trivia not widely 
known is that our great President 
Thomas Jefferson was an avid 
chess player. On a tour of his 
home in Charlottsville, VÀ two 
chess sets are on display. One 
was made in France when he was 
US minister there and he joined a 
Paris chess club. 
Best regards, 
Don Lieberman 
Santa Clara, CA 


1/24/90 


Interesting trivia Dr. Lieberman, 
care to contribute more Chess 
Trivia to enlighten our readers in 
future issues? 


Dear Mr. Yu: 

| am an ‘A’ player living in Santa 
Rosa. I just got your gratis issue 
of CCJ. Thank you for sending it 
tome. Although I am broke plus 
up to my ears in chess books to 
study and can’t subscribe justnow- 
I would like to comment on your 
article about personality, etc. 
First, you are clearly and obvi- 
ously a gifted scholar, thinker, 
and writer. The way you put that 
piece together. Also, it is the best 
thing I have ever seen written on 
chess-and I've been playing 16 
years. If US Chess doesn’t want 
that piece, they’re crazy. And 
they should pay a good price forit 
too. I have spent a little time 
trying to write-and [know that en- 
couragement is always welcome. 
So, keep up the good work. I think 





you have a superb talent. 
-Frank Folkman 1/23/90 
Santa Rosa, CA 


Thanks for the advice Frank, I 
will send a copy of my article to 
Chess Life. Your encouragements 
are always welcomed by our vol- 


unteers here at CCJ, 


Dear Peter, 

To tell you the truth, I think 
USCF sucks, and the only reason 
I'm a member is because USCF 
is, presumably, the biggest postal 
chess organization in the US What 
I don’tlike about USCF is getting 
stuck with a sub to CL-why don’t 
they offer membership without it 
for lower dues? I also don’t care 
for USCF’s BS politics either. 
However, I do admire the people 
who are putting their own time 
and effort into the CCJ and the 
NCCA. A few suggestions re: the 
vol 3 #9 issue: How about giving 
dates and tournament locations 
for games such as Karpov vs Sei- 
rawan on p. 9? Next, when pre- 
senting games such as Fischer- 
Stein (p. 11) I think it would be 
useful to point out where such 
games may be found with exten- 
sive analysis (i.e. “60 Memorable 
Games”). Thanks! 
Aloha-Ciao-Freundliche Grube- 
Shalom 
Roy Henock 
Eureka, CA 


We'lldo, Roy! AllECO codes are 
included with each game, along 
with the tournament and year 
nearby. Hey! have you got an 
idea we needto hear? Don't hesi- 
tate to write in--Peter. 





BERKELEY 

Fridays, 7:30 p.m. 
YMCA, 2d floor 

Allston and Milvia 

D. Howard — 438-2438 
CAL-BERKELEY 
Wednesdays 7-10 p.m. 
Pauley Ballroom, 3rd floor 
MLK Student Union, UCB 
Peter Yu 642-7478 
BURLINGAME 
Thursdays, 7:30 p.m. 
Burlingame Rec Ctr 

990 Burlingame Ave 

H. Edelstein 349-5554 
CAMPBELL 
KOLTY CC 
Thursdays 7-11:30 
Campbell Comm Ctr 
Winchester/W.Campbell 
P.Mayntz (408)371-2290 
CHICO 

Fridays 7-11 p.m. 
Comm. Hospital 
Conference Center 

B. Riner 16)872-0373 
FAIRFIELD/SUISUN 
2d. Saturday each month 
2683 Laurel Drive 

. Deneau (707)428-5460 
FREMONT 

Wednesdays 7 p.m. 
Fremont Public Library 
2400 Stevenson Blvd 

H. Poschmann 656-8505 
HAYWARD 

Mondays 7-9 p.m. 
Hayward Library 

Mission at C St 

Kerry Lawless 785-9352 
Thurdays 6-10 p.m. 
Chabot College 

25555 Hesperian Blvd 
Kerry Lawless 785-9352 
LIVERMORE 

Fridays 7-12 p.m. 


p.m. 


CLUB DIRECTORY 


LLL-Almond — School 
Almond Avenue 

C. Pigg 447-5067 
MONTEREY 

Chess Center 

430 Alvarado St 

Open daily except Mon. 
Yudacufski (408 )372- 
9790 

NAPA VALLEY 
Thursday 3:30 p.m. 

Lee Lounge, Vets Home 
Yountville 
> ave 
NOVATO 
Tuesdays 7:00 p.m. 
Pleasant Vall Elem Sch 
A. Martinsen 456-1540 
PALO ALTO 

Tuesdays 6:30 p.m. 
Mitchell Park. CommCtr 
3800 Middlefield Rd 
Steve Farmer 329-2487 
RENO NV 

Mon/Thurs 7 p.m. 
Oldtown Mall CommCtr 
4001 S. Virginia 

J. Weikel (702)320-0711 
RICHMOND 
Fridays 6 p.m. 
Richmond Library 
26th & MacDonald 
T.Ball 234-5336 
SACRAMENTO 
Wednesdays 7-11 
Senior Citizens Cir 
915-27th St. 
Rothstein(916)927-2759 
SAN FRANCISCO 
MECHANICS INSTITUTE 
Open daily 

57 Post St, 4th Floor 
M.Wilkerson 421-2258 
SAN JOSE 

Fridays 7 p.m. 

Blind Center 


707)253-0648 


p.m. 
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101 N. Bascom Av 
B.W. Curto 

SAN RAFAEL 
Pete’s 881 Sports 
721 Lincoln Ave 
Bill Hard 457-0211 
SANTA CLARA 

2d Sat. each month 
2315-6:15 — p.m. 

Machado Park Bldg 

3360 Cabrillo Avenue 
Е. Sierra(408)241-1447 
SANTA CRUZ 
Thursdays 6:30 p.m. 
Citicorp Savings 

Оссап & Water 
K.Norris(408)426-8269 
SANTA ROSA 

Fridays 7-12 p.m. 

Santa Rosa College 

1282 Barnett Hall 

М. Walters (707)579-3382 
SUNNYVALE 

LERA CC 

Tuesdays, 8 p.m. 
Lockheed Rec Center 
Sunnyvale 


K. Stone (408)742-3126 
VALLEJO 


Bar 


Fridays 7:30 p.m. 
Senior Citizens Ctr. 
333 Amador St 


Rasmussen707-557-0707 
VISALIA 

С. Fotias(209)732-1835 
WALNUT CREEK 
Tuesdays 7:30 p.m. 
Civic ‘Center Park 
Broadway at Civic 

C. Lehman 946-1545 
YUBA-SUTTER 
Tuesdays 6:30 p.m. 
Buttes Christian Manor 
223 F Street, Marysville 


T.Giertych(916)742-7071 
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= Peter Yu 
724 Channing Way #103 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
FEBRUARY 1990 
ж 17-19 SaSuM Berkeley/UCB: People's 
25 Su Walnut Creek (Quads) 
MARCH 1990 
10 Sa Berkeley (Quads) 
10-11 SaSu San Rafael (N. Calif. Schol. 
Championship) 
Pg 17-18 SaSu Sunnyvale/LERA 
30-Арг1 FSaSu UC Berkeley: NCCA Master's 
Open /1990 State Champ 
APRIL 1990 
7 Sa SF/Lowell HS (Sect.) 
б Sa San Rafael (Schol. Quads) 
7-8 SaSu Livermore (2 Sect.) 
8 Su Walnut Creek (Quads) 
MAY 1990 
5-6 SaSu Sacramento 
6 Su Walnut Creek (Quads) 
26-28 SaSuM Sunnyvale/LERA (Swiss) 
ORGANIZERS 
Dr.PascalBaudry Robert Hicks Raymond Orwig 
415-256-7520 707-944-0937 415-237-7956 
Peter Dahl Jim Hurt Charles Pigg 
415-566-4069 916-525-7912 415-447-5067 
Matthew Ek Art Martinsen Dave Quarve 
916-894-5105 415-456-1540 





209-225-8022 


PY 
PB 


PY 
RO 


JH 
PY 


PD Feb 27 
RO  Wainut Creek Chess Club 
CP Reg: 6:45-7:15 p.m. 
PB Rounds 7:30-10:30 p.m. 
Info: C. Lehman 415-946-1545 
LR 
PB Tournament Clearinghouse 
JH Alan Glasscoe 415-652-5324 
Box 11613, Oakland, CA 94611 
Leon Rothstein Max Wilkerson 
916-927-2759 415-421-2258 
Francisco Sierra Peter Yu 
408-241-1447 415-848-7809 
Bill Wall Ted Yudacufski 
415-964-3667 408-372-9790 


WBCA BLITZ EVENTS 


Feb 16 

Cal-Berkeley CC 

Reg: 7:00-7:20 p.m. 
Rounds 7:30-10:00 p.m. 


Info: Peter Yu 415-642-7477 





REMIT ABOVE COUPON WITH 
SUBSCRIPTION MONEY ($10/ 
YEAR FOR 6 ISSUES) FOR 
FASTER SERVICE. 
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